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IS ZIONISM A LOGICAL BASIS FOR
ANTI-SEMITISM ?

Correspondence Reprinted from the " Jewish Chronicle."

Mp. J. H. Levy opens the Debate.

ANTI-SEMITISM AND ZIONISM.

Sir,—On the sixth page of the current number of the

Jewish Chronicle, nearly opposite to one another in the first

and second columns, are two statements * which it is well to

put in juxtaposition. In the first, Mr. Elkan N. Adler
complains that, in Roumania, Jews " are foreigners though
Roumanian born and descendants of Roumanian born." In
the second, Mr. Joseph Prag talks of " hastening the time
when we shall have our own land again, and removing from
us the shame of being in every country and not of it."

Now what I want to point out is that these positions are

not both tenable. If we are " in every country and not of

it," if we proclaim ourselves aliens to the several countries

in which we are born or in which we have settled, if we
openly declare to the other inhabitants of these lands that

our patriotism is not theirs and that neither we nor our
descendants will share either their historic pride or their

aspii'ation for the future—then I am at a loss to understand
on what ground we can cry out that we are being unjustly
treated as foreigners.

Moreover, as an Englishman— for I repudiate any other
nationality— I would regard it as a serious matter if it could
be shown that there is a steady flow of immigration into

Great Britain of people who have no intention of becoming
British. This country has opened its arms to, and thrown
its shield over, the persecuted of many races ; but those

* Both these letters, which appeared on June 14, had reference to
the then proposed Paris Conference convened by the Alliance Israelite

Universelle to consider the condition of the Jews in Roumania. Mr.
Alfred Louis Cohen initiated the discussion, to which Messrs. Adler and
Prag replied. None of these gentlemmi are Zionists.—J. de H.
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who have thus found an asylum in this illustrious isle have
become fellow-patriots of their defenders. To suppose that

the people of the United Kingdom would long continue to

allow the unlimited incursion of a race of alien sympathies

and segregative habits is ridiculous.
*'. The one thing which Zionism seems likely to attain is

the manufacture of a logical basis fqr anti-Semitism.

Yours obediently,

J. H. Levy.
Florence, 11, Abbeville Road,

Clapham Park, S.W.,

16th June, 1^1.

Mr. S. Sarna Replies.
'^

Sir,—Mr. J. H. Levy's letter in' your last issue affords

one an interesting glimpse into the workings of a certain

type of Jewish, mind. Whilst our non-Jewish neighbours
readily perceive the legitimacy and greatness of Zionism,

and admire the splendour and heroism of Zionist effort, a

certain class of Jews are not only antipathetic to the idea,

but regard the movement as fraught with evil. It is sur-

passing strange that a man of Mr. J. H. Levy's calibre sho.uld

have to be classed in this category.

The most prominent of Jewish characteristics are rever-

ence for tradition, historic consciousness, and aspirations for

a distinctive future. These are responsible for the conserva-

tion of Judaism ; the maintenance of a harmonious domestic
life—embracing more than the family unit ; impulses which,
in conjunction, give form and colour to the ideal that there

is for the mass of Israel an individuality amongst .ithe

nations as distinct as hitherto there has been a life apart for

the individual Jew. A most remarkable point in the letter

under consideration is the case of a professed individualist,

a logican and a renowned student of John Stuart Mill, such
as Mr. Levy is, himself lacking in sentimental qualities,

should forthwith declaim against the individualistic emotion-
alism of others. The result leads Mr. Levy into the impasse
usual to all arguments based upon false premises.

He does not realise that there exist at least two Mr.
Levys, the one has repudiated Jewish nationalistic tendencies
for a pan-Britannic world; the other Mr. Levy is not onlj-

^n individualistic thinker but, in the eyes of the world, by
his name, is descended from a particular tribe of a peculiar

people who have played an unique part in human affairs.

And this people being neither anxious to forget its own
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special character, nor what, in an untrammelled future, it

may achieve—by means of those very qualities which com-
pose that character—have dragged this tribal name, with its

multiform significations, across the history of two thousand
years of passive resistance. So thinks the world, aye, so

thinks nine-tenths of a marked people. From his first

fallacy Mr. Levy incubates yet another, to wit—that there
can be no patriotism unless it be of a particular order. It is

the most unreasonable and unfeeling theory of the consti-

tuents of patriotism, and decidedly most unworthy of
enunciation by a Jew, to urge that a Jew cannot be an
English patriot because he wishes to see the mass of his

people installed in the ancient national home of his fathers.

By proclaiming our super-nationalism we do not brand our-
selves as aliens, and not a single Christian regards Zionism
as an expression of Jewish disloj'alty. Contrariwise from
the low ground of political advantage it is better that we
ourselves should acknowledge this super-nationalism than
that we should be charged with it and affect to doubt it.

The concealment of such a quality, which has clear Biblical

and historical foundation, is an act which, suggesting dis-

loyalty to our own past, leaves room for the inference of a
lip-loyalty to present national associations. In a word, the
non-Jew accepts the Jew's loyalty to his own traditions as

the best evidence of his devotion to the claims of the country
of his birth.

Thus it is left for a Jew to take the action of an
avowedly anti-Semitic Government like that of Roumania
as a basis for raising an outcry against the nationalistic effort

of Jews to emancipate their people.

The bogey of anti-Semitism haunts Mr. Levy s dreams,
hence the innuendo. Were it true that my personal willing-

ness to join in a general exodus to Palestine resulted in the
crass conception that I had been insufficiently patriotic to my
native land, and did this, in turn, reflect into the lives of Mr.
Levy and other Jews, then, I take leave to say, Mr. Levy
and the others would be weak if they cried ; he is still

weaker who moans before he is struck. Were it necessary
that, in order to achieve the well-being of the mass, the
better-placed Jews should suffer, then these should willinglj*

endure the pains they might be called upon to bear. And,
looking over the wide world, it is a mere handful that is

called upon to risk—if it risk at all—whilst suffering

millions will rise freed from the shackles of bondage and
the rusty chains linking centuries of torture.

Our poor, the invalided section of our people, have
shown so much simple altruism, such unwavering fidelity',

and such willingness to sacrifice under all kinds of storm
B 2



stress, that it is not much to claim from those who are neither

poor nor suffering, that they should, for one brief span in

our people's history, assume that position which befits the

descendants of those who early taught the world courageously

to struggle for liberty.

Yours obediently,

S. Sarna.
95, Ladbroke Grove, North Kensington, W.

June 26th, 1901.

Mr. J. H. Levy sets forth why he regards

Zionism "as fraught with evil."

Sir,—In your issue of the 2l8t ult. I drew attention to

two statements on the same page of the Jewish Chronicle—
one by a brother of the Chief Rabbi, complaining that

Roumanian Jews are treated as foreigners in the land of

their birth—the other by a well-known and consistent

Zionist*, insisting that Jews are foreigners, that they are

in every country but not of it. I was so bold as to state

that these two positions are not both tenable, and to deduce
from this one or two practical conclusions. In your issue of

the 28th ult., Mr. S. Sarna replies that I am " lacking in

sentimental qualities," " that there exist at least two Mr.
Levys," and a number of other propositions equally relevant.

Now, Mr. Editor, if this were all, I should leave your
readers to judge between Mr. Sarna and myself without
troubling you with another letter. But your correspondent

has provided me with an excellent set of pegs on which to

hang a few lines of explanation why I am, to use his words,
*' not only antipathetic to the [Zionist] idea, l)ut regard the

movement as fraught with evil." Even Mr. Sarna ought to

be glad that I seize this opportunity. If I am the thinker

he credits me with being, the grounds on which I regard

the Zionist propaganda as utterlj' mischievous—and especially

so to Jewish interests—ought not to be devoid of significance.

At the outset, there is one misconception of your
correspondent which I must remove, though I feel some
annoyance at having to do so. He attributes my anti-Zionism

to personal fear, describes me as moaning before I am struck,

avers that anti-Semitism is a bogey that haunts me in my
dreams, and adds the mysterious words :

" hence the

innuendo." What this innuendo is, I have been unable to

• Mr. Prag is not a Zionist, and as a leader of the Choveri Zion has
been an avowed and open opponent of the Zionist Movement.—J. de H.



discover ; but let that pass. I protest against the habit—
common, I am sorry to say, with Jewish controversialists— of

turning every discussion of public matters into mere
personalities. What does Mr. Sarna know of me to justify

his aspersion ? I doubt whether any Jew on earth has less

to fear from anti-Semitism than I, Moreover, I have always
declined to evade any anti-Jewish prejudice which might be
directed against me, by changing my surname, or otherwise

masking my Israelitic origin. Even in religion, I have not

sought divergence. I moved very slowly and cautiously to

my present position, taking great pains to train myself in the

habit of logical thought, seeking out the evidence wherever
I might find it and whatever it might be, and drawing my
conclusions with no desire save the undivided one to know
the truth. I am aware that this is a very unusual—not to

say shocking proceeding. As Horace Smith says :
—

Religion is the mind's complexion
Governed by birth, not self-election

;

And the great mass of us adore
Just as our fathers did before.

In this way, a feeling of loj'alty has gathered round the
hereditary transmission of religious Ijeliefs or professions,

and it has come to be thought a matter of religious obligation

that later and more enlightened ages should continue to

accept as a supernatural revelation the prattling of mankind's
infancy. With this I can have no part or parcel. I will not
compromise with what I Ijelieve to be error. But at least I

have endeavoured to affiliate what I hold to be truth and
efficacy in religion with the trend of religious thought in

Israel.

But anti-Semitism is not a bogey : It is a dread reality

—

the most terrible external evil with which Jews, as Jews,
have to deal. It does not appear to me a matter for i-eproach

that I have felt acutely on this question. Indeed, anti-

Semitism is the raison d'etre of Zionism. If all the nations
of Europe treated Jews as they are treated here, does any-
body believe that Dr. Herzl would have been able to raise

this spectre of Jewish nationality ? Zionism is the child of

anti-Semitism— of the race-nationalism of France, Germany,
Russia, Roumania— and its father's features are stamped
upon its face. Instead of being a remedy for that race-

nationalism of the Gentiles, which is but another name for

anti-Semitism, it is the disease itself. It is both retrograde
and stupid—retrograde because it is an endeavour to go back
from that composite nationality of modern times which is

the great political hope of the future ; stupid because it is

sure to exacerbate the Jewish position. Jews have no locus



standi as citizens of a state in the main composed of other

racial elements, except on the ground of composite nation-

ality. For Jews to raise the flag of race-nationality is

suicidal.

Moreover, even if Jewish nationalism were as good as it

is bad, it is impracticable. Does anybody whose opinion is

entitled to the slightest weight suppose it is possible to

remove the Jews, or even the majority of them, to Palestine ?

"What have all Baron Hirsch's millions accomplished ? Are
there fewer Jews in the persecuting countries of Eastern
Europe than there were before ? Those of us who had any
grasp of the principle of population could see the end of all

this at the commencement. The notion of transplanting the

Jewish people from all quarters of the globe, to Palestine, is

an absm-d chimera ; and, if it could be realised, it would be
a terrible misfortune, not for the Jews alone but for

humanity. It may strike the imagination of the novelist,

whose point of view is the humourous or the artistic, just as

a broken-down old thatched cottage may be more picturesque
than a comfortable, newly-built house ; but, judged by the

standard of statesmanship, it is scarcely above the level of a
practical joke. I do not doubt that the gentle Abdul Hamid
is willing to accept a few millions sterling, and that he is

ready to give some more or less valual)le promises in

exchange. I even think that the disillusionment which
would result would probably be worth the money ; but the
whole situation is discreditable alike to the Jewish intellect

and the Jewish character. Alas ! how prone is the Jew to

attempt to purchase favour rather than to take a manly stand
on the lines of freedom and equal rights for all. He is

always indulging in the ungenerous dream of privilege—of

being a " chosen people," even if it is only the chosen of a
disreputable occupant of a tottering throne.

Mr. Sarna tells us that "our non-Jewish neighbours
readily perceive the legitimacy and greatness of Zionism,
and admire the splendour and heroism of Zionistic effort."

Now what does all this grandiloquence mean ? Some years
ago, a well-known clergymen occupied the platform of the
London Dialectical Society, and expressed a hope that the

Jews would all go to Jerusalem. "Do you not mean Jericho?"
I interjected ; and the audience, by a loud " Hear, hear,"

showed that my interpretation was, in their opinion, the
correct one. Of course, the anti-Semites of all shades
would gladly welcome the Jews going "anywhere, anywhere
out of the world" in which they live. But there is another
class of persons who are also zealous for our " I'eturn " to

Palestine. They know all about the great horn and the little

horn and the number of the beast. They will take you aside



in confidence, and tell you how some verses in Daniel or
Revelation are about to be fulfilled within the next six

months. I know an enthusiast of this order who occasion-
ally buttonholes me, and unfolds to me his latest discoveries
from prophecy about the destinies of the Jewish race. He
knows no Hebrew, and I have cautioned him on more than
one occasion that his conclusions may be based on mis-
translation, but this did not in the least disconcert him.
These are the two classes who, in the main, make up Mr.
Sarna's Gentile supporters of Zionism.

Mr. Sarna splits mo up into two Mr. Levys. "The
one has repudiated Jewish nationalistic tendencies for a pan-
Britannic world ; the other Mr. Levy is not only an
individualistic thinker, but, in the eyes of the world, by
his name is descended from a particular tribe of a particular

people." What is meant by saying that I am " for a pan-
Britannic world " I do not know. If Mr. Sarna thinks I am
in favour of a world wholly Britannic, he is very much
mistaken, and he is also mistaken in supposing that my
surname denotes my descent from the tribe of Levi.

Exactly half a century has passed away since I was called

up at the Great Synagogue, on my barmitzvah, to recite my
section from 'yoDi niDO. which, I believe, is the portion for
the present week : and I was called up, not as *i^, but as

Mr. Sarna is also in error in supposing that I deprecate
the preservation of Jewish historical elements. In the article

which I wrote for the jubilee number of the Jeivish Chronicle^

and in my letter on " The Evolution of Judaism " in the
Jewish Chronicle of 8th February last, I made as strong an
appeal as I could in favour of the retention of the historic

features of Judaism. But these, if they are to be maintained,
must not be noxious superstitions or worthless trivialities ;

and they must be genuine. Modern Judaism is as full of

sham antiques as a Wardour Street curiosity shop. As an
Individualist, I am naturally in sympathy with all that gives

colour and variety to life I have always cherished my
Hebrew, although for a quarter of a century I was entirely

separated from Jewish society, and I have allowed my Latin

and Greek to fade from my memory. I may be lacking in a

certain kind of sentimentalism. When I am deciding on the

truth or falsity of a proposition, I put sentiment rigidly

aside. But, while holding that allegiance to truth and right

is the most sacred of all duties, I have no desire unnecessarily

to divest my views of the hues which are derived from my
people's past. This historic emotion is, however, as diflEerent

from Zionism as Home Rule is from Fenianism. It can find

a legitimate field for its indulgence under the banner of
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Great Britain, France, the United States, and other countries.

Its reasonableness will soon convince even the more backward
nations if we do not, ourselves, turn back the tide of progress

by proclaiming ourselves aliens in every country of the

world. Yours obediently,

J. H. Levy.
" Florence," 11, Abbeville Road,

Clapham Park, S.W.
7th July, 1901.

Mr, Sarna shows that "Zionism is not

the child of anti-Semitism."

Sir,—Mr. J. H. Levy's letter in your last issue affords

me some measure of satisfaction which would be increased

did he offer some serious and practical conclusions on the

momentous issue under discussion. He is one of the few
Anglo-Jewish men of prominence who have had the boldness
overtly to discuss Zionist principles. Avoiding much of the
tittle-tattle which we are accustomed to hear, it is to be
regretted that he leaves one with amiable arm-chair deduc-
tions as though life were a matter of simple theorising instead

of complex practice arising out of stern actualities. Passing
the appreciation of Mr. Levy's courage in publishing his

opinions, it behoves me to make clear that he is still debating
his points from false premises, for in critical issues such as

are involved here, questions can only be dealt with according
to views which have a fairly general suffrage.

The accusation of personalism is without foundation, for

at the outset of my letter, on which Mr. Levy bases his

charge, I clearly stated that I regarded him as a representative

of a type with which Zionists have to reckon. If I did not
treat with Mr. Levy's casuistic juxtaposition of phrases
drawn from the observations of others, it was because Mr.
E. N. Adler is an anti-Zionist and Mr. J. Prag a distinct

opponent of the movement. Moreover, Mr. Prag did not
use the word " foreigner "

; it is Mr. Levy who translated the

phrase " being in every country and not of it," into that term
in order to justify a criticism of Zionism

—

which had. not
been raised, and to which criticism as applied to the move-
ment I took objection.

Again, as to pan-Britannicism, this being d la mode, I

assumed that so fervent an Englishman as Mr. Levy, who
wants England reserved for the English and the Anglicised,
would assuredly be of that party. And if, furthermore, I



erred in thinking that Mr. Levy's name denoted his member-
ship of the tribe of that name, I am only mistaken as to the
tribe with which he is identified, and so leaving him a
member of a tribal group for which no place is assigned
in the British Constitution, though they have their place in

,

nationalistic religious Israel.

As to the charge of my irrelevancy, I leave my readers
to judge the greater sinner in that respect.

To turn, however, to more serious matters, anti-Semitism
is a grim reality, but I was writing of what was thought and
expected in England. Now this " most terrible external
evil " admittedly was started on the Continent without a
logical basis ; is it not, therefore, a matter of bias, an enmity
which does not feed on causes, a case, indeed, in which
people believe what they wish to without question of line

and subtle deductions ? Anti-Semitism is, however, a bogey
—the child-frightener—when Jews plead that something
which Jews regard as right and proper should not be done
because what of old-time enemies might or would say. I

will not grant that Zionism engenders anti->emitism, yet
who but the fearful would refrain from attempting their own
salvation because an originally illogical hatred may perchance,
when it has nearly done its worst, find therein sound reason
for its continuance on a warrantable basis ? As little as

earnest people permit themselves to be swayed by such
nightmares, so little is it true that anti-Semitism is the
raison d'etre of Zionism. As long as historic religious

Judaism taught, and will continue to teach, the oneness
and national idealism of Israel, so long were there, and are
there, men who wovild raise and rally round the standard of
Israel whenever unfurled. In our own time serious thinkers
of influence have adopted this logical attitude, and beyond
them there are thousands of ordinary men moved by the
pride of historic consciousness to do for their people what
the true-spirited ones of all peoples do—and this is the only
logical sequence of such teachings.

"What anti-Semitism has done for Zionism is to have
crystallised the idea into the movement of to-day, to render
it a much more potent force than it was heretofore. But it

is tenable that had anti-Semitism been non-existent, and, as

a consequence, had the assimilative process progressed at a
greater speed, then this very circumstance would have
stifEened the backs of the faithful. They would have
realised that through the gradual disappearance of our
people our ideal must die, and however few, they would
have sought to rally Israel, first to save their own identity,

and then logically would have concerted such measures as
should humanly prevent a second collapsa, viz., to found a
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national home. This might-have-been is assured by the
consistent attitude of many Zionists. This being so,

Zionism is not the child of anti-Semitism. Mr. Levy would
have us think the cause is reproduced in its effect. But
even condemnatory adjectives do not make it so. For where-
as most race-nationalisms are aggressive, Zionism is not, and
Jewish character warrants our asserting that it will not be
so in the future. The Zionist seeks no more for Israel than
shall benefit all humanity. As in all sciences it is axiomatic
that the more compact, the more consolidated the units of
specialisation, the greater their potency, so a concentrated
Israel, breathing its ideals through every pore of its national

life, would diffuse throughout mankind those high qualities

Israel's two thousand years of martyrdom were meant to

consummate.
The prospect that is favoured by composite nationalism

may be a possibility of the future. Meanwhile, the trend
of political thought is not toward the destruction of race-

nations, but towards the federations of good causes. This
seems the more attainable since the mass may be swayed to

a common object of peace and brotherhood where the unit

will reserve its prejudices, ideas and aspirations.

But all this belongs to the inscrutable future, and for

that dim and remote possibility the majority of the Jewish
race are to continue in suffering, to be condemned to

wander, and to pass th^ gates of whilom cities of refuge.

Would Mr. Levy offer a starving Jew the stony hope of

some distant age, when none shall want, or would he offer

him the bread of immediate help ? And would he think
that in assisting this unit to live, to thrive and to preserve
his individuality, he had done something to hinder the
progress of that composite nationalism which is " the great

political hope of the future " ?

Whilst Mr. Levy discovers the hypothesis '• for Jews to

raise the flag of race-nationalism is suicidal," the fact remains
that tens of thousands of Jews have committed suicide

meanwhile and are dead to Israel and Judaism. But for

the quickening power of Zionism, thousands would have
strewn that cemetery— absorption—and not a solitary
" political hope of the future " would have stayed them from
self-destruction.

"What have all Baron Hirsch's millions accomplished?"
Absolutely nothing of lasting value. And why ? Because
the power of healing a people's ailments rests not with an
individual, on whatever wholesale scale he may purchase
his mendicaments. Was it to be expected that after the

Baron's death a charity administered by an oligarchy could
undertake with success an essentiallv national task ? It is
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a matter for congratulation rather than for regret that failure

waited upon the unnatural attempt to deflect the Jews from
the path clearly marked for them by their history. The
individuars determination to be cured of a disease is a

helpful symptom to the physician, who moreover, consults

his patient's wishes and thoroughly diagnoses his case before

prescribing remedies. Neither Baron Hirsch nor his

successors, with all their sympathy, have realised these

elemental facts.

By entering into the question of practical politics, Mr.
Levy overbalances his argument.

If Zionism is wrong, then Nemesis surely awaits it.

Opponents are not likely to be the best judges of negotia-

tions in detail, to which they object in principle. All that

Mr. Levy gains by dealing with this issue is the gratification

of an unworthy "lunge" at the leader of the movement.
Who are the dreamers ? The men who theorise as to

what the character of humanity should be, and who hint at

the hazy possibilities of the remote future ; or the men who
despise the aloofness of those powerful by wealth and the

sneers of would-be-aristocratic Rabbis, and who have by
their devotion brought the Zionist movement in the course

of five short years to its present pass of splendour and
practicability ?

Who .are manly ? They who preach of the equality for

all to come, thus shifting the burdens to unspecified genera-

tions : or is it true manliness to face facts unflinchingly, to

cast aside personal privilege and comfort, to throw in one's

lot with the wretched, and from the depths of misery essay

the task of ameliorating the conditions of the sufferers by
unfolding the tale of Jewish anguish in the ears of the

governors of empires.' Which is the higher, the nobler,

the more manly plane of life? Enough! let the reader

judge.
In contradistinction to Mr. Levy, 1 maintain that every

truly religious English Christian— in fact, most non-Jews—
view Zionism with cordial sympathy, and that it is not such
who doubt the honesty of motive of Zionists. It remains
for Mr. Levy and other Jews to cast the stones of suspicion,

distrust, and disloyalty, on the heads of men who are faith-

fully fulfilling every one of their duties of citizenship, and
beyond that are giving heart, soul, mind, and means in the

service of those nearest them in blood and tradition.

Mr. Lev J' may possess historic emotion, but what
manner of feeling is it that permits him to slur a noble
ideal with the comparison, "this (Mr. Levy's) historic

emotion is however as different from Zionism as Home
Rule is from Fenianism."
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It is true "modern Judaism is as full of sham antiques

as a Wardour Street curiosity shop," but what are the

shams ? Is not modern Judaism a complete sham ? And
the de-nationalised, de-Judaised, de-Zionised teachings

current, are they not too flimsy even for Wardour Street ?

*' Worthless trivialities and noxious superstitions " there are

in abundance of very modern manufacture—lip service

Hebrew, and Jewish bars on Norman escutcheons, Anglo-
Saxon worship, and Maccabaean struggles to enter non-
Jewish society—the sublime flights of modern Judaism I

And Zionism, the simple heartbeats of a nation.

Yours obediently

S. Sarna.

^2, Ladbroke Grove, North Kensington, W.,
July 16, 1901,

Mr Percy P. Baker says "A People must

help itself before God will help it."

Sir— Mr. Levy, in his letter of July 7th, endeavours to

explain why he considers the Zionist movement utterly

mischievous and fraught with danger, but in spite of all my
endeavours I cannot find his arguments. Simply calling

the movement terrible, stupid, a misfortune, retrograde,

etc., without reasons, is by no means sufficient proof, nor
capable of making me a convert to his opinion ; in fact, his

letter is a strong argument in favour of the movement, and
owing to his contradictory statements I fail to grasp his

actual trend of thought. Anti-Semitism, he agrees, is a

dread reality, but what cure does he prescribe ? It is a

malady with which we Jews have been afflicted ever since

our dispersion. All the remedies we have tried so far have
failed ; we have given to the world the very best of our
creations, yet what have we obtain in return ? Rebuffs and
blows. Why ? Because we are living amongst people of

whom we are not. France, Germany. Ruissia and Roumania,
are not the only countries in the world where anti-Semitism
is rampant ; ask the average man in the street what he
thinks of the Jew, and provided he does not know you are

a Jew, he will confirm the answer Mr. Levy received, refer-
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ring to *' Jericho," if not referring to a more heated climate,

and as there are only about 150,000 Jews in this country at

present what will the feeling be when that number is

doubled, with the alien question in the air already ?

Mr. Levy prides himself that he has nothing to fear

from anti-Semitism, and because of that he is antagonistic

to the movement. There have been great men in their

times who also had nothing to fear, at least they believed
so, until they were cut off in the midst of their careers

because they were Jews ; besides, is that any reason why,
because say 150,000 Jews have nothing to fear from anti-

Semitism, 7,850,000 should be forced to be treated as

foreigners and outcasts in the lands of their birth ? Should
we in this country, who have tasted the blessings of liberty,

not rather stand up for rights and liberties, freedom and
equality, in support of our unfortunate brethren, and not
crioge for the tender mercies of toleration which may
happen to drop from some generous table. As long as we
are Jews and dwelling in Christian countries, without a
country of our own, the skeleton of anti-Semitism will

continually be dangling before us, causing a repetition of

those deeds which have characterised these 2,000 years.

Mr. Levy speaks about removing all the Jews to

Palestine ; this leads me to believe that Mr. Levy has
scarcely studied the Zionist question. If he had done so,

he would have known that only those would be sent who
desired to go there. Are all the Germans in Germany ? All

the Irish in Ireland ? If only one or two millions were
settled in Palestine, would not that alone have a tendency to

ease the congested countries such as Russia, Roumania and
Galicia ? Would it not reduce the bogey of the Alien Bill

even in this country r "What have Baron Hirsch's millions

done ? I agree with Mr. Levy, nothing, excepting it has
helped to reduce the status of our people. I am no believer

in assisting a people by charity, it takes away its spirit of

independence and reduces the power of thought and action.

A people must help itself before God will help it.

Mr. Levy acknowledges how prone is the Jew to

attempt to purchase favour rather than to take a manly stand

on the lines of freedom and equal rights to all. What does

he mean by this ? I do not look upon myself as one
of the chosen people, but I look upon myself as one
supporting that movement which is combating anti-

Semitism in the only right way, namely, by endeavouring
to remove the object of their hate to a land of our own.

Yours obediently,

Percy P. Baker.
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Mr. L. Simon says "Tangible evils call

for a practical remedy."

Slli,—For one who professes not to allow sentiment to

warp his judgment, Mr. J. H. Levy views Zionism in a

very peculiar light. Zionism is an attempt to solve the
" Jewish Problem." The two main factors in that problem
'are, the wretched condition of large masses of the poorer
Jews, and the materialism into which their richer brethren
tend to sink. These evils cry aloud for a remedy ; and
the Zionist comes forward with his panacea—with Con-
gresses, Jewish Trusts, interviews with Abdul Hamid, and
so forth. What says Mr. Levy ? This will not do, he tells

us ; "it is both retrogade and stupid—retrograde because it

is an endeavour to go back from that composite nationality

of modern times which is the political hope of the future ;

stupid, because it is sure to exacerbate the Jewish position."

With the " stupidity " of the movement I am not concerned,
though it is perhaps fair to remark that this objection
applies only in the event of the failure of Zionism. But it

is in calling the movement '* retrograde '" that Mr. Levy
most palpably disregards fact for sentiment. The desperate
condition of the Jews in countries less free than England is

stubborn fact ; the idea of a " composite nationality

"

embracing all the civilised world is as yet a mere vision.

Yet Mr, Levy would close his eyes to the deplorable fact,

and concentrate his non-sentimental mind on optimistic
cosmopolitan aspirations.

I hold no brief for Zionism. I am not concerned to
' iriaintain the practicability of the scheme, qr even to deny
that its effect may be to strengthen its all too vigorous
parent, anti-Semitism. But tangible evils call for a practical

remedy ; and. though the remedy may not lie in Zionism,
certainly Zionism is not to be condemned merely because it

might retard that far-distant consummation to which Mr.
Levy looks forward— " The Parliament of man, the Federa-
tion of the world."

Yours obediently,

L. Simon.

182, Upper Brook Street, Manchester,
July 15, 1901.
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Mr. J. H. Levy defines the Anti-Zionist

" Charter."

Sir,—In the current number of the Jewish Chronicle

appear two columns of criticism—from three correspondents
— of my letter which appeared in the preceding number.
With these I will deal in detail, but I will not again notice

strictures of this order. My justification for this will

appear below. Something must be left to the intelligence

and memory—or power of reference—of your readers.

.

Mr. L. Simon, supports his conclusion " that Mr. Levy
most palpably disregards fact for sentiment," by the state-

ment that " the idea of a ' composite nationality ' embracing
all the civilised world is as yet a mere vision." So it is

;

but the words which I have italicised are, Mr. Simon's—not
mine. What I said was that "Jews have no locus statidi

as citizens of a state in the main composed of other racial

elements, except on the ground of composite nationality."

This is quite independent of Tennyson's dream of the
future, in Locksley Hall. It is a presentment of. actual

conditions, not those of an ideal future. Whenever
Israelites present themselves as citizens of a Gentile state,

they ipso facto ask that state to become a composite one.

They have no basis of complaint in being treated as

foreigners save on the plea that composite nationality has
become the rule in the modern world. The United States

and the United Kingdom are very diversely composite. My
friend, M. Yves Guyot, in his excellent little book on Spain,

has recently proved the same of the so-called Latin nations.

What modern nation of any importance is not compounded
of different races ? The exclusiveness of race-nationality

is an evil dream of the past. It is only the French so-

called Nationalists, their brethren in oth^r lands, and the
Zionists, who are harking back to it.

Mr. Simon says he is " not concerned " with the
stupidity of Zionism— " that this objection applies only in

lithe event of the failure of Zionism." But would it not
then be rather late to discover the folly of the Zipnistic

policy ? " I know every rock on the coast," boasted an
Irish pilot. The vessel gave a heavy thud. " That's one of

'em," he said. Mr. Simon would pilot Israel in the same
way. He would wait till disaster came, and would then
proclaim the stupidity of the course of conduct which
brought it about. Is not this the dethronement of reason ?

Why are we rational human beings, except to forsee and
avoid evil ?— to judge in advance of the fitness or unfitness

pf our means, and choose them accordingly ';
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Let me now turn to my other two critics, Mr. Sarna
Bays :

" The accusation of personalism is without founda-
tion, for at the outset of my letter, on which Mr. Levy
bases his charge, I clearly state that I regarded him as a

representative of a type with which Zionists have to reckon."
This is no answer. When I was a boy I knew a father—

I

am sorry to say a Jewish one—who used to beat his little

girl unmercifully, and when the child was almost in a state

of hysteria he was in the habit of taking her to a con-
fectioners, and giving her what he called a "pooncake."
Mr. Sarna commenced his letter to the Jewish Chrontcle

of the 28th ult., by giving me a "pooncake," which. I

suppose, from what he now says, he intended to mollify me
for the personalities in which he afterwards indulged. But
I have grown out of my first childhood, and have not yet
grown into my second. I decline compensation of this sort.

I pass over the unfounded and irrelevant inference from my
name, and the pan-Britannic faith which was assumed to be
mine. Mr. Sarna is obliged to confess that he was wrong
on these points, but he endeavours to excuse or extenuate
his errors, and in so doing falls into another. There is no
pan-Britannic party. It exists but as a malicious invention
of Britain's enemies.

Mr. Sarna attributed my anti-Zionism to personal fear.

"What," I ask, "does Mr. Sarna know of me to justify his

aspersion " ? He now neither withdraws it nor attempts to

substantiate it. He pleads the " pooncake." I can leave

him to the judgment of the ladies and gentlemen who read

the Jewish Chronicle. In dealing with this matter, I said :

I doubt whether any Jew on earth has less to fear from
anti-Semitism than I." Upon this, your correspondent, Mr.
Percy P. Baker, remarks :

" Mr. Levy prides himself that

he has nothing to fear from anti-Semitism, and because of
that he is antagonistic to the movement." The words of

this sentence, which I have italicised, seem to me to con-

stitute an outrage alike on logic and courtesy.

Here I might leave Mr. Baker. I owe no reply to a
controversialist capable of writing the above-quoted sen-

tence. But some of Mr. Baker's specimens of Zionistic logic

are too good to pass wit^ut comment. He says that, in

spite of all his endeavours he eannot find my arguments,
and that he fails to grasp my actual trend of thought. I

have no reason to dispute this, but I have a method of

accounting for it which is probably not that which
commends itself to him. " What cure does he prescribe

for anti-Semitism ? " asks Mr. Baker. Well, as a matter of

fact, I did prescribe ; but suppose I did not. Is that B
reason why we should accept the first mischievous quackery
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which presents itself to us ? John Bright once described
a gentleman who sold pills for the earthquake. To those
who challenged his remedy, he might have said with Mr.
Baker :

" What cure do you prescribe for these dreadful
terrestrial convulsions ? " This challenge would not have
induced me to buy his pills ; but there was this to be said
for them, that they were hardly likely to do any serious
harm, and that their cost was only a few pence. I wish I

could say as much for Zionism.
Mr. Baker says I have not converted him. I shall

endeavour to bear the burden of this failure with resigna-
tion, not altogether untempered by a warmer feeling. I am
the more disposed to do this as I find that, on the one point
on which he professes agreement with me, I am obliged to

repudiate his support. He says that he agrees with me that

Baron Hirsch's millions have done nothing. I did not say so.

Mr. Baker says he does not look upon himself as one
of the chosen people. Neither do I. This removes a great

responsibility from Providence. We can claim to be judged
on our merits —or demerits, " But," says Mr. Baker, '* I

look upon myself as one supporting that movement which
is combating anti-Semitism in the only right way, viz., by
endeavouring to remove the object of their hate to a land of

our own. Combating anti-Semitism! Why this is the very
thing that anti-Semites desire and are striving to enforce.

They do not care whether Israelites go to Palestine or not, so

long as they go. " Get out !
" they say to them. " We will

combat you," reply the Zionists, " in the only right way, by
—going out." This is not combat : it is surrender—mean
and abject surrender. On the contrary, the anti-Zionist says
to the anti-Semite :

" You want us to go ; we shall stay.

You raise against us the banner of race-nationalism—the

decaying sentiment of barbarous times ; we shall oppose
to it the banner of human brotherhood, of the combination
of various races in the same nation, of equal rights for all.

We shall claim the right to pursue our own religious ideals,

to cherish our own historic sentiments, to live our own lives

so long as we do not interfere with the equal right of others

to live theirs ; and we shall be loyal to the nation of which
we form part, to our fellow-citizens of various races and
various creeds. This is our charter. Evil times may
possibly come for us ; but, if so, we shall not endeavour to

run away from them—we shall endeavour to see that offence

rests not with us, and, having done this, we shall have
abiding faith in the conquering force of that spirit of

righteousness and justice of which the prophets of Israel

were the spokesmen more than two thousand years ago."

Yours obediently, J. H, LEVY,
31st July, 1901.
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Mr. Israel Abrahams expresses approval
of Mr. Levy's definitions.

Sir,—Mr. J. H. Levy's letters to you on the subject of

Zionism seem to me so admirable that I feel impelled to

write this note. Mr. Levy has said well and powerfully

what many others feel in the matter. His advocacy of the

real Jewish ideals is so able that I think it would be wrong
to pass his letters by with a merely silent approval. He
may rest assured that he has a strong body of opinion on
his side.

Yours obediently,

July 31st, 1901. Israel Abrahams.

Mr. J. de Haas intervenes, and challenges
Mr. Levy to show "the way out of
the Valley of Jewish Misery."

Sir,—As an interested reader I would like to offer some
comment on the debate now proceeding in your columns.
I am the more moved to write because I have none of the
" poon-cake " to offer, which the soul of Mr J. H. Levy so

much abhors. On the contrary, I think the tone of the

schoolman, adopted by Mr. Levy, should be confined to the

class-room, and suggest that he should remember that it is

not within his power, or privilege, to lay down the law to

Israel, or to your correspondents.

The position of the debate is, however, interesting.

In the course of two letters, by the first of which Mr. Levy
initiated the debate, he plainly hinted that Zionism is

unpatriotic, and, by the collation of two sentences given
utterance to by two non-Zionists, urged that the movement
was a possible source of mischief as the logical basis of

anti-Semitism. In his second letter, he permitted himself
to compare Zionism to Fenianism. I pass over such adjec-

tives as '• stupid," or the discourtesy of avoiding Mr. Sarna,

his chief controversialist. But these attacks which libel

individuals who pay scot and lot as citizens and fulfil all

subject obligations, when coming from Mr. Levy, are

accounted righteous methods of debate. But it is not

permissible to infer that Mr, Levy is a Levite in order to

argue the general issue that he does belong to one of the

Tribes of Israel ; nor is it proper to suggest that he is
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moved, as typical of his class, by an impersonal fear of

anti-Semitism. It is within my experience that wet boots

is the father of pessimism, and however high the altitude

of impartiality Mr, Levy climbs to survey any subject, he
shall not and cannot rid himself of the old Adam of

personal and specific feeling. Else half the controversial

literature in existence would have remained unwritten.

Though gifted with the Jewish habit of Moshul, Mr.
Levy's similes miss the point. Apparently he is arguing on
an issue he has not studied with any thoroughness. The
Jews are not facing volcanic movements, and. hence, are

in no need of earthquake pills. Were we suffering from
seismic convulsions we might gaily accept the airy nostrums
Mr. Levy prescribes.

Having devoted every day of ten years to the 8tu<ly of

the Jewish problem I confess to some understan<iing of it.

There is nothing new in anti-Semitism except its nomen-
clature, it is the oldest prejudice against a race, nation or

people—class the Jews how you will—and its lurid iucidents

are its least important symptoms of danger. The real

danger of anti-Semitism is its normal phase, the continuous
pressure upon the Jews, a pressure that is strengthened
even whilst, with the speed of modern life, it spreads its

power further and further west to the newer habitations of

the Jews. We cannot gainsay or exterminate Lamb's
" unsympathy " for the Jews, and that is the mildest anti-

Jewish prejudice- To tell us to be good, or, for the matter
of that, bad, in the face of a condition which, at its root,

has nothing to do with our goodness or badness, is deliber-

ately to feed us with *' poon cake." Let Mr. Levy leave

that to the preachers, and tell us what he would do in the

individual case suggested by Mr. Sarna.

I admit the Zionist movement has been pressed forward
by necessity, but to me it is something far nobler than that.

Zionism is to me the only blood-thrilling ideal in Israel,

We Jews, despite the smudge of Ghetto suffering and the

hypocrisy taught us in the modern synagogue, are still the

only people who live something of the ideal lite. We
alone are the unaggressive nationality, without detestation

of black, white, or yellow race ; we have stood for peace —
the only civilisation. We, free and independent of the

debasing conditions of Eastern Ghettos and Western cities,

might, in our centralised life—as such visible—lead the full

ideal life, an example to the world. And, strong in our
nationhood, we might preach and teach what we feel and
what we know. Some of us in Whitechapel dream this,

and are willing to sacrifice all to attain but one finger-breadth

of the whole. Against this comes Mr. Levy, with his

c 2



chargeB, his impersonal fears, and his comparisons. The
gallantry deserves a poem, the courtesy an ode, and the
nobility is well worthy of an epic !

But on the lower ground of necessity I defy Mr. Levy
or any minister or communal leader to collate the facts of

Jewish life set forth in the Jewish Chronicle for only one
year past, and then tell us what he proposes to do. If

Zionism is wrong, wicked, and impracticable, then give us
a plan for immediate action, Show us the way out of the
valley of Jewish misery, or at least the road to a definite

exit from the Gehenna in which the majority of our people
live.

I have said anti-Semitism is no new force, but I postu-

late that it has produced a new effect. Its ramifications

have stopped the mobility of the Jews. In simpler words,
whilst the old idea of migrating from the worst centres

remains, the avenues of escape are closing, or are closed,

and there are no cities of refuge left us. Sit down and
spread the map of the world before you, regard the facts of

Jewish life, and then tell me (1) where the Jews who wish
to leave Russia, who must leave Roumania, are to go ? (2)
or tell me that you honestly believe that the harried victim
will stop where he is because committees tell him to do this,

or even refuse to help him.
Is it really unpatriotic on my part as an English-born

subject to endeavour to deflect the stream of emigration
eastward, or to join it, because, perchance, I can help in the
re-settlement ; or is it real downright noble English patriotism
to tell the people of my blood and my distant kith and kin,

as good as myself, Mr. Levy, or any richer X— , that if they
will only oblige us by "stewing in their own juice" we
shall all be more comfortable, and for their martyrdom
we shall give them a large supply of " poon-cakes " on
paper.

If Mr. Levy had spent five years amongst the victims
of persecution, instead of a quarter of a centnry amongst
non-Jews, aye, if any rich Jew instead of sending cheques
for charity did likewise, I warrant you that they would
have jumped at Zionism as the only cure for the aggravation
of the misery they would have come in contact with . These
words must indicate what it would take a book to describe,

and to meet which nothing but nostrums and " child's

play " schemes have been offered us by communal leaders
and preachers.

I am well aware that there are thousands of Jews who
will eat their dinners in comfort as long as the storm which
rages over Israel does not damp their dining-room carpets.

The fault lies not with them wholly, since they have been
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so educated that charity is the utmost of their idealism, and
the doctrine " Englishman of the Jewish persuasion " has
wrapped them in a sense of personal security. That there
should be such Jews, aye, that some of them should call

themselves " Maccabseans," is to be regretted. But there is

another side to this picture which pains me more, for it

bodes even worse for Israel, Whilst the Zionists have been
reclaiming Jews even to the point of bringing them to the

synagogue, the Zionists who once loved the Jewish house of

worship find it is no longer the place for them. They are

asked to say patriotic prayers which shall be, and are to be
appreciated as meaningless, they are asked to observe
national feasts and fasts which are observed without a spark
of patriotism, and from the pulpit they hear nothing but
platitudes on lifeless topics. Not a note, not a whisper, that

there is a people bleeding from a thousand wounds, that a

cry has gone up to God for help, and that thousands of

brains and hands are working day and night to cast the
slough of wretchedness.

Shall Zionism stay its work because of Mr. Levy's scorn,

his class timidity, or his suggestion of Fenianism ? Shall

we hold ©ur hands because the rich refuse their share of

wealth, shall we rest content with Rabbinic platitude and
ministerial paraphrase ? Or shall we go on in the struggle

for the ideal, for peace and happiness for our race, conscious

that we have lit such a flame of hope and aspiration that,

though our poor bodies fail and are crushed under the

burdens we have imposed upon ourselves, the pillar of fire

will lead succeeding generations through the thorny wilder-

ikess of the diaspora ?

Yours obediently,

J. DE Haas.
4, Brighton Road, South Hornsey, N.,

July 29th, 1901.

Mr. Percy P. Baker replies to Mr. Levy,

and asserts that " only Zionism can
conquer anti-Semitism."

Sir,—I regret that the fame which Mr. Levy seemingly

lays claim to has fortunately or unfortunately, not travelled

my distance yet, otherwise his condescension in replying to

my letter would have received more of that appreciation

which he presumes it ought to receive. However that may
be» Mr. Levy appears also to possess a large fund of little
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tales which he advances as arguments, but these are of as little

avail as the abuse of Zionism in his other letters. Allow
me to point out that I am not bigoted to Zionism, and am
open to conviction provided that he can produce facts and
proofs, not mere stories in his favour. In reply to my
challenge to obtain a cure for anti-Semitism, he says, "as a

matter of fact I did not prescribe, but suppose I did not, is

that a reason why we should accept the first mischievous
quackery which presents itself to us ?

" I beg to ask Mr.
Levy, if a person is afflicted with some terrible disease, for

which the doctors cannot prescribe, is he not justified in

trying even quackery to obtain a possible relief of his

sufferings ? In one of his letters Mr. Levy states :
' If we

proclaim ourselves aliens to the several countries in which
we are born, etc., etc " I fear Mr. Levy has but little

experience of the actual state of affairs relating to the Jews
in the several countries. Probably he is not aware that in

Germany, for instance, at the time of the Franco-Prussian
war, the percentage of the Jews in the field was far above
the normal, and in the public work and public rejoicing

appertaining to the realisation of the Empire, the Jews
were second to none, and with what result ? " Stop, you
foreigners," was the cry. 'Ihrseid ein Krankheitstoff in

unserem neugesundeten Korper." This is and has been
the case in every country, and yet we have men, and men
of intellect too, who refuse to see this. We cannot take this

country as a criterion, as we are only touching the fringe of

the Jewish question here. Combating anti-Semitism, have
we not combated this scourge on all lines during 2,000

years ? We have been good, bad, and indifferent, and
to-day the position is as bad as ever. Mr. Levy recommends
that degrading policy, the spirit of which has characterised

us too long, namely, the more you kick us the more we shall

cringe to you. This spirit we Zionists have fortunately got

rid of. '' Die Achtung der Volker miissen wir uns
erzwingen nicht erbetteln." Mean and abject surrender

Mr. Levy calls '• endeavouring to remove the object of hate

to a land of our own "
; with Mr. Levy's stock of stories he

should have no difficulty in remembering the one from the

School Reader about two goats meeting on a narrow bridge,

and as neither could pass, they commenced to fight, and the

result was that both tumbled into the river and were
drowned. We want to live, nay, we must live, and in peace

too, therefore, if anti-Semitism does not permit us to do so

here, let us create a home of our ov,?n. " Der Klligere giebt

nach," that is not mean and abject surrender. We have
never run away from evil times, offence did not always rest

with us (though if it did, it ought, according to Mr. Levy's
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theory, not to make any difEerence, being born in the
respective countries and belonging to them for better or for
worse). We have had unlimited faith in the spirit of
righteousness and justice (how much of it has been meted
out to us ?) and yet what is the position to-day ?

No, Sir, I sincerely believe that only Zionism can
conquer anti-Semitism, if not ? Well, we have tried
so many remedies which were useless, that one more cannot
make matters worse.

Yours obediently,

Percy P. Baker.
19, W. Howard Street, Glasgow.

I. S. shows that Assimilation and Inter-

Marriage nneans disappearance for

the Jew.

Sir,—The correspondence which has been raging in

your columns anent this subject has thrown but little light

on the main issue. Ever since Zionism has come to the
fore an extraordinary lack of comprehension as to the exact
position of the Jews, as such, hold, or should profess to

hold, in relation to one another, and to the external world,
has manifested itself.

Your columns have repeatedly voiced the aspiration

that while Jews should retain all their religious and moral
individuality, they should merge with the nations whose
hospitalities they enjoy.

The Jewish pulpit never tires of preaching the virtues

of this partial assimilation, while every now and again the

startling fact is noted with alarm that a continual and ever-

increasing stream of Jewish blood is flowing away from its

parent fount. It has evidently never occurred to anyone to

find in these phenomena a cause and effect. Jews should
retain their individuality, and merge with the nuiions.

History and the experiences of every day prove that this

consummation is one impossible of attainment. Nations
are made up of composite races, true, but none of these

races claim a special divinely-ordained mission to j)revent it

from intermingling in the most complete manner with its

fellow races, and the result is that owing to the continued
intermixture of fresh blood in the nation's veins it con-

tinually changes its type, while retaining an ever-increasing

vitality. The Jews, by claiming the citizenship of a country
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and declining to freely intermarry with the rest of the
population, •would not impart any true source of strength to

that country. But as a matter of fact, however, in all lands,

without exception, where Jews have equal rights, they
certainly do merge in the most perfect sense with non-Jews

;

but at the expense of their own religion and individuality

which entirely disappears.

Thus, if thtre be indeed a raison d'etre for the con-
tinued existence of the Jewish people, it is eminently
imperative, for the survival of the race, that rights of

citizenship should not be claimed by them, in so far that

it is abundantly evident that it is neither desirable nor
possible for Jews to be citizens of countries without freely

intermarrying with their fellow non-Jews, as members of

other communities do who form part of the composite races

which form nations.

In those countries, however, where Jews are not
accorded the rights of citizenship, and where they, in con-
sequence, frankly form a nation within a nation, their

position is perfectly logical. They regain intact their

religious and racial individuality and dream of a return to

Zion. The wise ones of the race look askance and rightly

so at any breach in the Ghetto walls, whereas the younger
fry are anxious to try their mettle in the outside world,
hoodwinking themselves and others with fine phrases about
their retaining all their religious and other characteristics

while mingling on an equal footing with the nations around
them.

No one would venture to controvert the fact that

nothing is more deplorable, tending to undermine dignity
and independence of character than that a body of people
should exist under the conditions Jews do in those countries
where they are refused ordinary human rights.

Hence it would appear that since true and unrestricted

association between Jews and non-Jews inevitably tends to

to the disappearance of the former, some means should be
devised—always granting that it is necessary to continue
and preserve the Jewish race— by which they could retain

their individuality and characteristics unhampered either by
restrictive legislation militating against the possibility of

the consummation of the Jewish mission, if such exist, or
without the danger of complete annihilation which present
conditions in enlightened European countries foreshadow.
Zionism points to these means.

It is feared that too great an importance is attached by
Zionists to the recrudescence of an anti-Semitism more
violent and pronounced than usual. Anti-Semitism in some
form, even if it only manifests itself in mild suspicion, is
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inevitable where a community essays to perform the

impossible feat of assimilating with its neighbours and yet

remaining apart.

Yours obediently,
I. S.

Mr. L. Simon says Zionism aims solely

at the advantage of the Jewish

poor.

Sir,—I must apologise to Mr. Levy for having mis-
understood his meaning ; but I do not see that in explaining
himself he has bettered his position. "When he says that

"composite nationality " is "the political hope of the future,"

he means, I suppose, that the tendency of modern political

development is towards a state of things in which no birth

qualification will be necessary to justify a man in claiming
to belong to any given nation. To take the most pertinent

example, when the principle of "composite nationality" is

universally accepted, the poor Jew who comes from Russia
and settles in England will have as much right to style

himself '* Englishman " as the man whose ancestor came
over with the Conqueror, and will be, in theory and in

practice, on exactly the same footing. I can only repeat
what I said before, that Zionism is a practical question, and
requires to be treated from a practical standpoint. Zionism
is not a movement instituted for the benefit of humanity

;

it aims solely at the advantage of the Jews—one might even
say, of the Jewish poor. " The hungry sheep look up "

;

and Mr. Levy attempts to satisfy them with the
promise that in time to come the Jew will be acknow-
ledged a full-fledged Frenchman, or German, or Russian,
as the case may be. But still " they are not fed."

They want a home ; and they naturally consider their own
needs of more importance than the overthrow of racial

barriers. And it is pure fatuity to argue that Jews, of all

people, should least retard the attainment of " composite
nationality," because they owe their locus standi to the
recognition of that principle. No doubt the comfortable
English Jew—the person who least concerns himself with
Zionism— has a locus standi with which he may well be
content. But what of the Jew in Russia ? His locus standi
is one which he does not relish, and Zionism is a protest
against it. One would like to know what M. Pobiedonostzeff
thinks about " composite nationality."
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' On the other point of dispute between us Mr. Levy has
merely re-stated his case. I am no disciple of the Irish

pilot. My point was simply this, that it is begging the ques-

tion to say " Zionism is stupid, because it will exacerbate the

Jewish position," since that assertion implies that the move-
ment must fail. If an ardent Zionist were to say '* Zionism
is a glorious movement because it will inevitably improve
the condition of the Jews," Mr. Levy would point out that

he was assuming what he ought to prove—that Zionism was
bound to succeed. Mr. Levy is making the opposite assump-
tion with as little warrant.

In fact this question, and the whole question of Zionism,
resolves itself into a single problem, that of the practica-

bility or impracticability of the scheme. Mr. Levy attempts
to base his opposition on other grounds, but not, I think,

with any success. He should devote his efforts to proving
Zionism impracticable. (The religious objection, that

Zionism conflicts with Messianic prophecy, is one which
Mr. Levy is not likely to employ). Not having sufficient

knowledge of the subject to form an opinion either way, I

would not argue this point with Mr. Levy or with anyone
else. But it is emphatically a point on which reasonable men,
who have studied the question, can come to different con-

clusions ; and it is apparently a point which will only be
settled when the Zionists have either succeeded or given up
their attempt as hopeless. The conditions are too complex
to admit of an easy paper solution. " Only the event will

teach us in its hour."
Yours obediently,

L. Simon.
182, Upper Brook Street, Manchester,

July 30, 1901.

On August 2nd the Editor of the "Jewish
Chronicle" published the following
Leaderettes :

—
RACE NATIONALISM.

In a correspondence that has been going on in our

columns concerning the relationship of Zionism and anti-

Semitism, reference has frequently and naturally been

made to what is called Race-Nationalism. One correspondent

—an acute controversialist—has maintained that Race-

Nationalism and anti-Semitism are identical. We should

rather say that anti-Semitism is the deformed child of Race-

Nationalism. The parental (or casual) relationship is clear
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enough. *' Race-Nationalism " postulates identity of nation
and race. It does not admit that a nation can be of a com-
posite character. There must be nothing hybrid about it.

It must be constituted of a single stock, or, to change the
metaphor, hewn of a single block. And, of course, if the
race and the nation are to be co-extensive, then it follows
in the anti-Semitic creed that there can be no place among
any nation in the world for the Jews. As a correspondent
put it :

" Jews have no locus standi as citizens of a State in

the main composed of other racial elements, except on the
ground of composite nationality." The Jew at once becomes
an alien, a foreign element in the State, to be ejected at

worst, to be tolerated at best. The historical relationship of

Race-Nationalism and anti-Semitism is equally clear. The
former, in its modern pseudo-scientific guise, was washed
ashore in Europe, so to speak, during the high tide

of patriotism, when the Napoleonic legions were worsted.
It was strengthened in Germany after the victory over the

third Napoleon, and thence it spread all over Europe. The
German pride of triumph took on an exclusive character.

Were Jews real Germans, it was asked, that they should
share in this victory ? Patriotism thus run wild, set up a

new test as to who should and who should not partake of

this Teutonic glory. Hence the " a Berlin " of the French
was drowned in the *' Hep ! Hep ! " of the Germans, and
the Sedan of France was, on a smaller scale, a Sedan for

Jewry. To-day Race-Nationalism is the political fashion all

over Europe. As has been said with much truth the enemy
of the Jew " bids him begone, not in the name of the cross,

but in the name of his forefathers, Isaac and Jacob. More
inexorable than Torquemada and the inquisitors of old, the

new Jew-haters make war even against the blood of his

ancestors." As to the connection between Zionism and this

Race-Nationalism, Mr. J. H. Levy contends that the two are

really one and the same thing. This is a doubtful proposi-

tion. Zionists, if they returned to Palestine to-morrow,
would not dream of setting up the exclusive patriotic test

which the race-nationalists propose. We should rather argue
that Zionism is not identical with Race-Nationalism, but a

weak surrender to it. As such it is inadmissible.

A HOARY FALLACY.

At bottom, of course, the theory of Race-Nationalism
is a mischievous fallacy. Before a nation can claim as a

moral right the power to expel foreign elements it must
prove that it is itself homogeneous and pure-blooded, and
there is not a nation in Europe to-day that can honestly put

forward any such pretentions. M. Drumont cannot make
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any such claim for France with its Gauls, its Iberians, its

Teutons, and its Romans. Stocker would be equally out of

court in respect to Germany, with its Teutons and Celts and
Slavs. The heterogeneousness of Russia, with its proverbial

mixture of Slavs and Tartars, with Fins, and what not

—

surely one of the most curious national mosaics in existence

—makes Race-Nationalism in that country an exasperating
impossibility. England again, is a mixture of five or six

races ; while the United States is one of the most
remarkable cases of a composite people to be found on the

face of the globe. In a word, then, Race-Nationalism is

built on a foundation of sand. But there are two points

that deserve recognition. The first is that Raee-Nationalism
is a piece of supreme retrogression. Its principles were at

the bottom of Haman's appeal to Ahasuerus. Race-
Nationalism, in fact, is Hamanism. It is more hoary still.

It is Pharaonism, for Haman, after all, only plagiarised

the Egyptian King. If there is any Englishman, therefore,

who feels inclined to pay any attention to the teachings of

anti-Semitism, he will have the satisfaction of knowing that

he is going back to the time of Rameses II. The second
point to be noticed—and we should remember this

particularly—is that Jews are not alone in suffering from
this bastard and misshapen patriotism. The Poles in

Germany and Russia, the Germans themselves in the
Empire of the Tsars, the Fins in the same dominions, all

these are groaning under the same affliction. To put the

matter briefly, anti-Semitism is not an isolated phenomenon.
It is a martyrdom which the Jew shares with other races ;

and in that fact, perhaps, lies his ultimate salvation. It is

hardly probable that Race-Nationalism— or exclusive

patriotism—is destined to remain a dominant feature of

politics. A reaction must come one day, when it will be
universally recognised, as one of our correspondents
contends, that " composite nationality is the great political

hope of the future." When the opposite theory has become
discredited the Jew may hope for relief, equally with his

fellow-sufferers from the delusion.

Mr. J. H. Levy explains why he threw
down the gauntlet, and replies to
his critics.

Sir,— I cannot help thinking that some of your corre-

spondents are being injuriously affected by the hot weather ;

and, as I do not want to bear the responsibility of keeping
them immersed in a sea of controvery, at a time when it is
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much more more pleasant and wholesome to be buffeting

the waves in a sea of a less metaphorical kind, I say a few
words by way of closing— so far as I am concerned—the

discussion which commenced with my letter or the 21st of

June.
First, let me express the satisfaction with which I read

Mr. Israel Abraham's short note. I have always felt con-

vinced that, among the more thoughtful of the Jewish public,

there was a grave distrust—to say the least—of Zionism.
But this opposition has been singularly inarticulate. The
Zionists have been allowed to pose before the world as if

they represented the body of Jewish opinion ; and I have
found, among such prominent Jewish public men as I have
met, an invincible repugnance to enter the lists against

them. There were several causes at work to produce this

effect. Many, without doubt, who saw that the movement
must be a failure and productive of evil, could not trust

themselves to formulate logically the basis of their oppo-
sition. Other had not sufficient confidence in their own
judgment to take a decided part in the controversy. Still

others were moved—or rather kept from moving—by fear

of the dialectical methods of some Zionists. On the 19th of

June I told a well-known and active member of the Jewish
community that I had written a letter to you on Zionism.
"You will only be overwhelmed with vituperation," he said.
" I may be met with vituperation," I replied, " but over-

whelmed by it I shall not be."

It was under these circumstances, Mr. Editor, that I

deliberately threw down the gauntlet, which Mr. Sarna was
so kind as to pick up. The course of the contest has been
very satisfactory to me, as I knew it would be. You refer

to me as " an acute controversialist." This does me more
than justice in one way and less than justice in another. If

I have gained a reputation for being able to defend my
ground, it is because I take great care to choose ground that

is defensible. Logic is not a mercenary that will fight for

any cause. No dialectical weapon in my armoury would
avail for the defence of Zionism. If I am " thrice armed,"
it is because I have my " quarrel just."

And now let me say a few words to my critics in the

current issue of your paper. I commence by thanking Mr.

L. Simon for his endeavour to make clearer to me his

meaning. I am confident that he will pardon me for saying
that, on neither of the points in his letter, has he succeeded.

On the first, he still misrepresents me—it need scarcely be
said unwittingly. I wrote of composite nationality, not as

a mere tendency of modern political development, but as

an actually existing and widespread institution of modern
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times—an institntion which is the great political hope of the
future. It is true that it will not avail as an immediate cure
for the agonies of Israel. Can Mr. Simon tell me anything
that will ? Certain'y Zionism will not.

This brings me to his second point. He denies that he
is a disciple of the Irish pilot ; and he is so far right that

he does not pretend to a knowledge of every rock on the
coast. Indeed, he is disposed to deny that anybody can
have that knowledge. Charts are to him mere " paper."
Furthermore, he explains that his point was " that it is

begging the question to say ' Zionism is stupid because it

it will exacerbate the Jewish position,' since tjiat assertion

implies that the movement must fail." He did not say this
;

but let that pass. I maintain that the statement of mine
which he quotes as a petitio principii only on the assumption
that I made no attempt to prove it ; and this is not true.

He has not read my letters with sufficient care ; and he still

asserts that the practicability or impracticability of Zionism
" is apparently a point which will only be settled when
Zionist have either succeeded or given up their attempts as

hopeless. The conditions are too complex to admit of an
easy paper solution. ' Only the event will teach us in its

hour.' " If I meet the Irish pilot, I shall recommend to him
this last sentence as a motto.

To your correspondent '• I, S " I lift my cap. He can
think and write. But what he calls " the main issue " is no
part of that under discussion ; and I must decline to be
drawn oflE the trail. The movement led by Dr. Herzl and
Dr. Nordau is not for saving Jewish theology from the
dangers it incurs from our emancipation in countries like

Great Britain and the United States. I do not think I do
either of those gentlemen an injustice when I say that they
would face those perils with great equanimity. The
Zionistic movement is a project for saving our race from the
persecution to which it is subjected—especially in Eastern
Europe. It is a national, not a religious movement. What
" I. S." says about the results of non -intermarriage, I am not
concerned ; on the present occasion, to admit or deny ; but,

if the maintenance of a separate existence for the Israelitic

race is a necessity of Judaism, and all that can be brought
against it is that it must result in " anti-Semitism in some
form, even if it only manifesis itself in a mild suspicion,"

I must say that the Jewish religion is an utter sham, and
deserves to go the way of all shams, if it cannot face this

ordeal.

Poor Mr. Sarna ! He made a mistake ; but he really

did not deserve to have Mr. de Haas for his counsel. That
gentlemen says th Zionism is to him " the only blood-
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thrilling ideal in Israel." Well, I am afraid I must let him
thrill. When he leaves off doing so, and commences to

reason, I shall have something to say to him.
Shall I say, Mr. Editor, what I think of your own

comments ? With them, in the main, I, of course, agree. I

agree even with your statement that " anti-Semitism is the

deformed child of race-nationalism "
; but I contend that

the deformity is hereditary. We are too much disposed to

think that the devil who worries us must be blacker than
any other. I did not say that " race-nationaliem and anti-

Semitism are identical." They are related as genus and
species. " Zionists," you say, " if they returned to Palestine

to-morrow, would not dream of setting-up the exclusive
patriotic test which the race-nationalists propose." You
evidently have more prophetic insight than I ; but is it quite

safe thus to limit the Zionist capacity for dreaming ?

Do not think that I am insensible or impassive to the
generous element in these dreams. Alas ! the pity and the
irony of it. The Zionist leaders are men of artistic tempera-
men, who may be pardoned for not adequately recognising

the stern logic of political facts ; but their attitude now is

deplorable. Like Frankenstein, they have created a monster
which they cannot possibly appease. The more they feed
him, and the more he grows, the worse will be their position.

People will not go on for ever contributing their roubles

and marks, their shillings and francs, and be content with
hearing them called shekels. A few years more, at most
and this bubble will burst. But the evil it will have
doilfc will remain with us, in discouragement of rational

effort to improve the position of Israel among the

nations, in the discredit which it will have thrown
on the appeal of Jews to be treated as fellow-

citizens, in the selfishness of the sauve qui pent
which is only too likely to follow the destruction of a

monstrous illusion.

Is it too late to appeal to the leaders of the Zionist

movement ? Has not the time come for something more
substantial than the heedless rhetoric of congresses ? —for an
endeavour to form something like a sober and statesman-

like estimate of the situation ? Great will be the responsi-

bility of those leaders if they still persist on their mistaken
path after doubt or disillusion come.

Yours obediently,

J. H. Levy.
11, Abbeville Road, Clapham Park, S.W.

5th August, 1901.



Mr. Sarna asks Mr. Levy to leave the
aerial realm of doubtful speculation,
and meet Zionism with a counter plan.

Sir,—I re-enter this discussion chiefly because
editorials in your last issue arising out of the correspondence
necessitate the course. They are evidence of one of the
main contentions of my letters, by reason of which Mr.
Levy charges me with personalism. Your own stand-

point, and the approbation heaped upon my opponent by
Mr. Israel Abrahams, demonstrate my correctness in re-

garding Mr. Levy as typical of a class, happily a small one.

Therefore my strictures applied to them generally refer to

their champion only in so far as he occupied that position.

It was a distant from my intention to investigate or

pronounce upon what Mr. Levy himself fears to

admires, as it was my plan to proffer a "poon-cake," so that

he might be pacified for the unsavoury truths I desired to

impress. Knowing of Mr. Levy's public career and stand-

ing I offered him an honest tribute, which, if he were not
hyper-sensitive, or, in fact, were he a fair controversialist,

he would have accepted in a becoming spirit. Had he not
distorted my seriously-meant discussion of principles into

the flippancy of personal attack, I would not have referred

to this malformation of a debate by the employment of the

roughest of casuistical tools.

The intervention of Mr. Israel Abrahams in any con-
troversy in which he can add the weight of his theoretical

nothingness to support dialectical vapourings is in the

nature of things to be anticipated. Possibly my reference

to the flimsiness of modern dejudaised teachings aroused
the recumbent philosophist. It would be interesting to

know something of the genuine strength of the " strong

body of opinion " with which he rallied to Mr. Levy's
support. I had some notion that in matters Jewish Mr.
Abrahams was ploughing a lonely furrow ; may be the

excitement caused by the ending of his isolation impelled
unconsciously to an excusable hyperbole.

You, Mr. Editor, have turned the current of the debate
into a discussion on race-nationalism. Mr. Levy opened
this issue ; but since you have specially emphasised its

importance it is convenient for me to express myself more
fully on the problem now that I am less hampered by
subsidiary issues.

Although anti-Semitism is a prejudice against a

race-nation, the two, anti-Semitism and race-nationalism,

are not identical. If most race-nationalisms are perverted
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by aggressive dislike of other races. Jewish race-national-

ism is not, nor ever likely to be, so disfigured. Further,

the statement that the "composite nationality of modern
times is the great political hope of the future " is as

unjustifiable, as in a former letter I clearly demonstrated to

be the attempt to father anti-Semitism upon Zionism.
Hopelessly fallacious in the sense that either race-nationality

or " composite nationality " are modern evolutions or retro-

gressive theories.

These facts and theories are the abiding conditions of

history, the names are modern lapidary efforts in philology.

Race-nations are facts from the days when aboriginal tribes

ruled in Palestine till modern times. Sometimes the theory
of composite nationality has superimposed itself upon a

number of such race nationalities by the creation of empires,
and then either the strongest race subjected or annihilated

the weaker races, or race patriotism overpowered the im-
perialistic theory. The condition of such an imperialism
gives a locus standi to every subject race or clan, which,
whilst it maintains its own especial patriotism fulfils the

citizen obligations to the state.

The position of the Zionist everywhere is akin to the
American-Irish or Irish-Americans in the United States.

These people are not disloyal to the Stars and Stripes because
they raise the Green flag with its harp to the highest pinnacle

of glory, and if their ambition succeeded one would not
expect all the supporters of the Home Rule movement in

America to return to Erin. When their work is done, if it

ever be, the majority of them will have lost the raison d'etre

of their dual-nationalism, and they will either become, on
account of their numbers, the leading element in American
nationalism or they will yield and be overcome and merged
into some other dominant type. In the same way it is not to

be presumed that every advocate of Zionism, much less every
Jew, must in the future become an inhabitant of Palestine,

and it is practically certain that the Westernised element in

Jewry, freed by the success of Zionism from the necessity

of its Jewish nationalism, will follow the same course, and,

being few in numbers, will be merged in the dominant
orders.

The case of Switzerland offers us a convincing illustra-

tion that Mr. Levy's composite nationalism does not of itself

terminate the race-nationalism he has decried. There we
have what he must regard as a nation of individuals having
no locus standi to their State since the super-nationalism of

each of the three principal race-nations is being maintained
—despite intei'-marriage—to the point of cantonal distinction.

Of com'se, universalism is the logical sequence of composite
D
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nationalism, and it is just because this doctrine is unaccept-

able to others as well as to Mr. Levy, that so marked an
objection is made by Jews to mixed marriages. The Jews
advocate endogamy because they wish to preserve the race-

nation intact, and the position of all assimilators is illogical

as long as they wish to maintain the blood purity of the
ethnic group and yet destroy the outward manifestations of

its consequences. If Mr. Levy would boldly advocate the
creation of a composite type by the transfusion of blood, then
I believe he will not have even the support of Mr. Israel

Abrahams, much less the "strong body" he vaunts of behind
him. Thus it is clear that race-nationalism is a condition of

Jewish existence at present, and therefore has not been
promoted by anti-Semitism ; and moreover, historically, the
race-nationalism of the Jews warrants the assertion that

whereas in some race-nationalities this patriotism may run to

intolerable chauvinism, in the Jews it is a fairly quiescent

form maintained for defensive purposes, and thus if it stood
alone and were even retrograde, it is more calculated to

benefit than to harm great human causes.

The history of the growth of the British Constitution
suggests at least that the locus standi of the individual to the
State is not based on any such theorj" as Mr. Levy has
postulated. This code, created piecemeal, demands the
fulfilment of certain obligations on the part of the individual,

and in return grants him certain rights in the government
of the State, rights which are extending not by reason of the
increase of the elements which constitute the composite
empire but by virtue of educational growth, which demands
for the individual a larger share in the government of the
common weal.

It has thus been possible for the clans of the English
races to maintain their individuality and yet support the
composite State. Notwithstanding this, Mr. Levy tells us
there is reason to fear, because of his theory, for the locus

standi of a tenth part of Israel at the very outside—whilst
the remainder, the great mass of the race, are being helped to

emancipation. Such a theory, therefore, cannot be allowed
to stand, even if it had the germ of truth in it, against the
serious practical necessity of the Jewish people, and the
serious practical methods by which the Zionists are

endeavouring to meet it. The Russian Rescript, published in

last week's Jewish Chronicle, speaks volumes of fact against

Mr. Levy's cool academic calculations of what is and what
ought to be the conditions of Jewish existence. It is but an
extension of that steady pressure against Jewish life dealt

with so clearly by Mr. J. de Haas in his stirring and
convincing epistle in your last issue. And so far, I second
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his challenge that I maintain Mr. Levy should leave the
aerial realm of doubtful speculation and endeavour to meet
Zionism with a counterplan reasonably enforcible and in
harmony with the great sentiment which enthrilled the
Jewish people in all ages of their long drawn-out martyrdom.
A concrete plan may lose for him the support of Mr. Israel

Abrahams, but I warrant him serious consideration from
practical Zionists for a real and effective scheme which will

preserve Jewish identity and yet remove that pressure which
cumbers prostrate Israel.

Yours obediently,

S. Sarna.
95, Ladbroke Grove, North Kensington, W.

6th August, 1901.

The Rev S. Fyne demolishes Mr. Levy's

objection to Race-Nationality.

Sir,—Mr. J. H. Levy advances two objections against

Zionism, first, that it would mean " race-nationality "—which
he characterises as " the decaying sentiment of barbarous
times "—though, by the way, this doughty champion of anti-

Zionism would seem to have overlooked the fact, that
" composite nationality " is not altogether a modern product.
Assyrian, Babylonian, Grecian and the Roman Kingdoms
were also unquestionably composite, and they also, on the
whole, cut but a sorry figure—this, however, is only by the
way. The second objection is, that Zionism would not
combat anti-Semitism, but merely be a " surrender."

I take it, subject to correction by Mr. Levy, that his

main objection is really the first. For, as for the second,
should Zionism really prove what its promoters believe and
hope from it, the satisfactory and final solution of the Jewish
question, we could then well afford to allow the anti-Semites
all the joy they may derive from this " surrender," and
perhaps even Mr. Levy himself would not begrudge them
this joy. The main, the real objection, seems to be the first,

viz. : That the realisation of Zionism would mean a " harking
back to race-nationality—an evil dream of the past."

But would the restoration of the Jews to Palestine mean
" race-nationality " pure and simple ? It would seem as, if

Providence or Jewish destiny had anticipated Mr. Levy's
D 2
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main objection, and begun answering it some 2,000 years

ago. With the' object of meeting this objection to a resusci-

tation of Jewish nationality. Providence has dispersed them
all over the habitable globe, distributed them among all races

and every nationality under heaven, that during their long
sojourn amidst the different Gentile races, they should imbibe
all the peculiar characteristics, all the various aptitudes, the

energy, the talent, the genius, so diversely distributed

among the different races, to the end that at the restorat.ion

they should be able to form, among themselves, a " Composite
Nation "

! Peculiar ; Racial, and yet Composite ! A unique
nation ; a compound of the two ! Racial, inasmuch as it

will be composed only of Jews ; and yet composite— because
it will embrace Englishmen, Frenchmen, Germans, Dutch-
men, Austrians, Russians, Persians, Chinamen, Turks, Rou-
manians, Portuguese, Americans, Africans, and Australians

—and yet, only Jews ! A nationality to the formation of

which every race will have contributed its quota, every
nationality its share. This will be, indeed, a composite
nation with a vengeance, and this, I think, ought to satisfy

even Mr. Levy. And if composite nationality is really all

Mr. Levy opposes to Zionism, let me then hope that I have
succeeded in disarming his objection, and that we Zionists

may have the pleasure, at no distant date, to have Mr. Levy
on our side, a contingency at which no one will be more
pleased than

Yours obediently,

Swansea, August 5th, 5661. S. Fyne.

I. S. demonstrates how Mr. Levy's preju-

dice warps his judgment.

Sir,—While thanking Mr. J. H. Levy for his generous
references to my observations on this subject I would fain

correct the one or two misstatements he makes in the course
of the criticism he offers.

I ventured the opinion that if the Jews had indeed a
mission to fulfil, and if their religion were an institution

worthy of perpetuation, Zionism pointed to a possible means
by which these desiderata would reach a consummation. Mr.
Levy met this remark by triumphantly pointing to Drs.

Herzl and Nordau as caring nothing for Jewish theology.
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I think, Sir, it is greatly to be regretted that Zionism
should be saddled with the personal and private views of one
or two gentlemen who are endeavom-ing to direct it into the
channel of practical politics. The personal predilections of

the Zionist leaders bend and give way before the will of the

people. No one would venture to identify all the ideas and
aspirations of " The Jewish State " with Zionism as it has
shaped itself by the sentiments of the people. Dr. Herzl
candidly had but small partiality for Palestine as the future
local of the Jewish State, but finding that the bulk of Jewry
manifested an intense yearning towards that land he aban-
doned his personal inclination, and bowed to the will of the
people. So whether Dr. Herzl or Dr. Nordau au fond care

much or little for Jewish theology matters not at all. The
will of the people is paramount.

Mr. Levy further puts forth the extraordinay statement,

ostensibly as a reply to my remark, that under present
conditions anti-Semitism in some form is inevitable, that if

Judaism be such a religion that its adherents cannot stand
a little anti-Semitism, it deserves to go the ways of all

shams.
Surely in discussing Zionism Mr. Levy is not living up

to his reputation, but is allowing his prejudice to warp his

judgment. How otherwise can so very irrelevant a statement
be explained, as if it follows that a religion is a sham because
its devotees chafe under persecution.

It is impossible to forsake the position to which dis-

passionate reason points. If, to be perfectly candid, it is

conceded to be undesirable to preserve the Jewish identity,

an identity which through the centuries has undoubtedly
brought untold misery in its train, then assimilation should
be encourged to its logical conclusion. No half measures
should suffice. Such institutions as endogamy, separate diet,

language, and day of rest, not to mention circumcision,

special burial, etc., should be relegated to the limbo of

forgotten things. Then the sand castle of Jewish individu-

ality would lose its foundations, and the inrushing waters

would quickly sweep every vestige away.
But if on the other hand Jews and Judaism are to survive,

something must be done to stave off the annihilation with
which freedom threatens them, or the degradation and
degeneration—worse than death—which follow in the wake
of persecution. It would decidedly seem that of all the

nostrums the ages have decocted, Zionism has in it the

greatest potentialities to bring about this last consummation.

Yours obediently,

I. S.
-I
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Mr. de Haas exposes Mr. Levy's contra-
dictory logic, sets forth a justification
of Zionism, and again challenges a
feasible alternative.

Sir,—Mr. J. H. Levy has endeavoured to bury the con-

troversy initiated by him under a tumulus of self-satisfaction

with his own writings. This, perhaps, was to be expected.

As I suggested in my former letter, and, as Huxley more
precisely wrote, " Nor can the most impartial wholly escape
the influence of the ' personal equation ' generated by tem-
perament and his education." The " personal equation

"

naturally counts over-much with Mr. Levy, and it is generated
by his empty flourishes over minute points. "Whilst this

amuses some people it does not rid us of the fact that he has
not brought a scintilla of evidence to prove (1) that Zionism
is unpatriotic, (2) that it is begotten of anti-Semitism, (.3) that

it is dangerous because it justifies anti-Semitism, (4) that it

is comparable to Fenianism, or that, according to his last

latter, (o) it is a bubble that will burst. Not only has he
not picked up the challenge to formulate a scheme which
shall answer to the terms set him by others and myself, but
he has not proved his own vital thesis that Jewish race-

nationalism must of necessity be a rank weed displacing real

flowers in the garden of composite-national existence, or, in

simpler words, that Jewish race-nationalism must powerfully
influence all humanity for bad.

As for the pompous display of logical sufficiency I cull

merely two excerpts from Mr. Levy's letters which show the

subtle contortions by which he fruitlessly endeavours to

evade you, Sir, and his opponents. He wrote :

—

July 12. August 9.

Zionism is the child of anti- I did not say that race national

-

Semitism—of the race nationalism ism and anti-Semitism are identi-

of France .... and its father's cal. They are related as genus and
features are stamped upon its face. species.

Instead of being a remedy for

that race nationalism of the
Gentiles, which is but another
name for anti-Semitism ....

Comment would be superfluous.

Now Sir. against this I wish merely to prove (1) Mr.
Levy's general want of knowledge of Judaism ; (2) and his

still greater want of acquaintance with Zionism. If this is

the "vituperation " prophesied, then let it stand as such.

In his last letter Mr. Levy says, " if the maintenance of

separafb existence for the Israelitic race is a necessity of
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Judaism." Thus is the cardinal doctrine of Judaism, the
first in order probably after the Monotheistic declaration,
airily flung aloft by this presuming teacher in Israel. I

need simply point to the Abrahamic covenant as the sign of
a separation on which Judaism hinges, from the simplest
rites to the most complex abstruse Jewish conception of the
Millennium.

Naturally, it is possible for an eclectic thinker to form
a new creed abolishing the separateness of Jews, but it will
not be Judaism, and the progeny of such believers will
destroy their blood relationship to the Jews, although the
latter will outlive the former, and thus prove our old Zionist
point, that the race is a greater binding force than the
religion.

Now as to Zionism. Mr. Levy, and he is consistent in

this, gives us in his last letter a definition :
" The Zionist

Movement is a project for saving our race from the perse-

cution to which it is subjected, especially in Eastern Europe."
I pass over the statement, a " movement is a project," since

the object of the phrase is understandable, and rejoin that

this is only one of the reasons for the energy displayed by
Zionists. I have studied every facet of Jewish life, and
have found in it a reason for Zionism. Thus I have scores

of reasons for adhering to the cause, and that I am not an
eclectic Zionist I will enumerate just a few—the list could
be prolonged — classes of Zionists who harmoniously strive

under the banner upheld by Dr. Herzl and Dr. Nordau, etc. :

—

(1 .) Jewish nationalists, pre-Herzlian, who accepted the

leadership of Dr. Herzl because he showed the road to

probable success.

(2.) Political Zionists who wish for the emancipation
of East European Jews by re-settlement in Palestine.

(3.) Sentimental Zionists not concerned with theories

but willing to do something for " the sake of Zion."

(4.) Cultur Zionists, who wish to educate the Jews, on
a Jewish basis, up to a modern standard of knowledge before

any migratory movement take place.

(5.) Religious Zionists, who desire a centre in which
they can live their own religious life, knowing that Western
conditions are destructive to the intenser form of Jewish life.

(6.) Anti-anti-Semitic Zionists who wish for emancipa-

tion anywhere, if it can be secured with fair guarantees of

continuance.
Further, Mr. Levy, who says we have raised a Franken-

stein, predicts " a few years more, at most, and this l)ubble

will burst." He misconceives the situation through want of

data. The movement is not only progressing as two to one

during the last two years, but the newest element is drawn
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from the ranks of political idealists whose very presence in

the movement testify to its being strengthened to face

possible crises.

After this, and I can only presume to touch the fringe of

the facts at my disposal, it is probably understandable by the

majority of your readers why Mr. Levy wishes to drop out

of the discussion. Would it not be better if, instead of his

self-laudation and his pity for Mr. Sarna, he reserved the

commiseration permitted him by his "historic emotionalism "

for sighing over the tangle of his arguments which one by
one have been pushed into the limbo of effete sophistry ?

A word as to this " vituperation." Zionists are bound to

talk and write plainly. They dare not use the academic
tweedledee and tweedledum when they are fighting a life

and death question. Where nothing but puerilities are

brought us as reasons for opposition we must strike hard
and clearly. Moreover we are faced by eclectic thinkers out

of touch with the mass of the Jews, or by communal leaders

who, I am certain, have never given downright serious

consideration to Jewish affairs.

You, Sir, are as well aware as I, that even in the narrow
sphere of communal politics not five per cent of the

communal workers possess a knowledge of the theory and
working of the * communal organisation. They have not

studied the fabric of Jewish life, they have never collected

the facts which shall enable them to obtain a fair conception

of the ultimate consequence of the votes they readily give at

communal gatherings. The United Synagogue Council and
its shirking of abstract considerations of its affairs, the

indifference to the East End scheme, the practical indiffer-

ence to charity federation prove this. If I regret this, I do
not cast the fact as a slur against well-meaning business men
who give their slight leisure to getting communal business

through as expeditiously as possible. But let us take the

actual leaders. Can you name one—and that their intentions

are good is beyond question—who has attempted a politico-

scientific study of Jewish affairs, who has cast aside bias and
position and lived in the Ghetto, whose inner life must be
experienced, because it is unwritten, brought himself into

touch with the ends of Jewish life, and amassed facts so as

to enable him to speak on the future of the Jews with the

assurance with which Mr. Bodley wrote of France, or with
which any recognised authority speaks of England and
Germany ?

Our weakness as a body politic was that we had no band
of leisured thinkers. Only a few years ago. Continental

Jews with leisure began the study ai Jewish life, and it

might be postulated that granted the application of thought
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by such men, Zionism, or such world embracing theory,
would be the result, even were misery not a forcing house.

The great mass of the Jews are the algebraic x of
humanity, unknown, not understood by the world at large,

and only regarded as the regrettable material of the news-
paper paragraph by their Westernised brethren. Pity, no
doubt, there is in plenty, realisation little. And whilst Mr.
Levy is buffeting the waves he might ponder over the
question, whence comes his authority to prescribe the law to

tdiis, to him, unknown quantity.
Sir, I do not offer you a condescending " pat " of

approval for your comment in your issue of August 2nd. I

read your first two Notes on race-nationalism, and compared
them with the two on the Russian edict, which amounts " to

nothing less than the court-martialling of Jews in droves."
Did the right hand know nothing of the left 1 I have since
read of the further curtailment of the educational privileges
of the Russian Jews. I added mentally your recent
references to the proposed stoppage of immigration to

America, to the unwisdom of settling in Argentine, to Mr.
H. S. Samuel's participation in the anti-alien immigration
movement, etc. I invite you to tell us plainly on the basis of
facts published in your journal, what is to be done ? We
are here on the low ground of necessity. Supposing some-
one, in 1878, had forewarned Jewry that it should prepare for
a crisis which would revolutionise Jewish life, would you
not have regretted in 1880-2 that Jewry was not fore-armed
as it was forewarned ? Has not the unpreparedness cost

Jewry dear ?

But on current facts, do you think that the Russian and
Roumanian Jews will not migrate ? Do you not think their

attempt at settlement in England and America will aggravate
local Jewish conditions ? Do you not think that some
millions have been spent since 1880 in charity without a
pretence of finality, and to the weakening of the position of

Western Jews ? Do you know anything of the percentage
of wastrels which the present system of help or want of it

creates ? Do you not realise that it is the theory of the
" Englishman of the Jewish persuasion' which covers Mr.
Samuel's action—on which I saj' not a word—but which
goes "against the grain" with most Jews? Do you realise

that each new educational restriction against the Russian
Jews is another step towards their degradation, and tends

towards removing them from the community of enlightened

humanity ?

If Mr. Levy is waiting for a St. Bartholomew massacre,

surely you are not. I know that as many of the dossiers of

normal Jewish misery are thrown into the waste paper basket
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as see the light of print. And long as this letter seems, I

can make no pretence to exhaust thes^ points. Therefore,
I challenge you, Sir, or those with you, Mr. Abrahams or

Mr. Levy, to do a simple thing. Let them collate the facts

of Jewish life, as recorded in the Jewish press for one or

five years past, publish them with what is in your or their

opinion deducible therefrom, and tell us how the conse-

quences are to be defeated.

For myself I am certain as to the impression such a
collection will make upon the unbiassed or indifferent reader
who will " waste " a little time in bringing his mind to bear
upon the obvious implication of these facts, separately and
collectively. This would be a "sober and statesman-like
estimate of the situation," the necessity of which occurred
to the Zionists in 1897, and earlier, but which only strikes

Mr. Levy after the failure of his earthquake gibe. Regard
this estimate, and then tell us what Mr. Abrahams's flighty

hypothesis are worth, and have been worth since 1880.

Until Zionism shall be disproved from such facts, or by
the want of national ideal in the Jews, I shall enjoy my
" thrill," knowing that brother after brother has been uplifted

by the blood-thrilling ideal that they belong to a race that

may aspire to higher and nobler conditions than that of

serfdom to humanity.
Wide as the poles asunder in culture, thought, and

training, stand we who stand for Israel and for Zion,

knowing that heart-throb echoes heart-throb across the

wide expanse. In thousands of homes there is glow of

hope because we make common cause, not against the world
or anyone, but for our poor selves ; thousands of backs are

straighter for enrolment in our ranks ; thousands of men
and women make humble sacrifice " for the sake of all

Israel." A Whitechapel boot-finisher dreams of a new life ;

a Russian slum-dweller breathes in imagination the pure air

of far-off fields ; withered hands clasp a blue and white
banner ; and dry bones show the sinews of life whilst yet

in the valleys of sanded desolation. A down-trodden race is

lifted ; its earlier romance re-enhaloes it ; a new hymnal
rises ; old and cracked lips chant ancient yearnings ; tens

and tens of thousands tuni now as of old towards Zion,

towards the East whence cometh the dawn !

In some future day the songs of Zion and the music of

Jerusalem shall drown to Israel the memory of those who
twiddled their thumbs whilst they adumbrated sophisms,

who took upon themselves the responsibility of possible

failure by refusing succour.

To-day, however, " for the sake of Zion I will not keep
silent," for I fight for life, for healing, and for peace for the
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silent millions who else shall go " down into the pit " dis-

figured by their daily sufferings. We fight and dream !

Something of the dream has been accomplished, aye, some-
thing has come out of the travail of the poor man's misery.
Of the wealthy, the great, and to all of our opponents, I ask
—What have ye done ?

Yours obediently,

J. DE Haas.
4, Brighton Road, South Hornsey, N.,

August 11th, 1901—5661.

An Outsider's View of Zionism.

Sir,—When the welfare of the descendants of an
ancient people has become a subject matter of serious con-
troversy, more on party than impartial lines, when the
troubles of the Jews in other lands are universally admitted,
the sympathetic Jewish public in more civilised countries
have cast all differences aside, and invited with united
strength to shed tears for suffering humanity. As to the
evil of malady there can be no dispute. The controversy is

entirely on the good or the evil of the remedy. Those who
consider that Zionism is not a sufficient remedy should,
instead of denouncing its well-meaning leaders and organisers,

suggest something diff'erent, for it is heartless to trifle with
the wails of misfortune. It is not in the nature of things
for all men to see the same object in the same light, but they
can assist one another in adjusting their mental lenses until

the required focus has been reached. A cursory glance at

the controversy is sufficient ; opprobrious epithets have
been employed, pity mixed with sneering contempt regarded
as justifiable weapons, more so on offensive or defensive
grounds. It is scarcely the mode of solving great diffi-

culty. Yes, Zionism is a gigantic undertaking—a big task
for which greater coolness is required to be exercised
instead of having passions roused and reasons crushed.

Fancy, an able hand at debate, rejoicing in self-com-
placent security, looks upon Zionism as a phantom which, if

materialised, the bad would over-balance the good. Are
there any good traits conceivable ? A fair controversialist

should enumerate them. The noblest aspiration embodied
in one word is classed and reasoned with Fenianism ! it is

the fashion of many to be indifferent to seriousness where
personal interests do not conflict, some to patronise an abuse,
others to be engaged in a fray ; nobler by far to have an ideal

and direct the resources of energy in its realisation.
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The Jewish people, after years under persecution,

suffering, and misery, now marshalled with new ideas and
cherished hopes, long for a home and self-government, and
feel all the more intense through the long-felt consciousness

of absence. I urge that such an inspiration is a natural and
a legitimate feeling, and none but those indifferent to like

freedom for others will think of opposing. Mr. Editor, I

view this question as an outsider, and that in a general

way. Imagine the successes achieved. What of the Con-
gresses, the display of capacity for organisation far and
wide in its varied phases amongst a mass of strange

characters and temperaments, the consolidation of practical

work with appropriate division of labour and its allied

measure of responsibility, marvellous financial successes,

interviewing nobles, potentates, rulers in diplomatic spirit,

securing and enlisting the sympathies of men of learning,

talent, genius. If this be sufficient evidence of success, then
success is near at hand. Blind prejudice would see if the

veil were removed.
As to the perception of difficulty in following a " mis-

taken path," I can say with John Stuart Mill. tli:it " there is

a preponderance of rationality in men." And this pre-

ponderance will solve difficulties as they occur, not as they
are imagined.

Yours obediently,

13th August, 1901. A Gentile Outsider.

On August 16th the Editor again intervenes
and says " We must look to some hope
not bounded by the narrow limits of
Palestine."

THE ZIONIST DISCUSSION.

The assault at arms which has been carried on in our
columns during the last few weeks on the Zionist question
has been conducted with great spirit and infinite zeal, and
has afforded a fascinating display of literary swordmanship.
It should also have helped to clear the air, and make still

plainer the main grounds on which the Zionists appeal for

support. These grounds are three in number. (1) Zionism
offers salvation for Judaism ; (2) it provides a remedy for

oppressed Jews ; (3) being the only remedy in the field it

must, perforce, be accepted. To take these arguments in
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order, it is perfectly true that the relaxing atmosphere of a
free country does tend to weaken the connection of some
Jews with their ancient faith. But the men thus affected
are precisely those who would never dream of returning to

Palestine with the Zionists. Nor again is it at all likely
that the establishment of a Jewish State in Syria would be
so free from modern economic and other influences and
necessities as to offer a better field for orthodoxy than those
countries in which we now live. In any case it has never
been explained how the Jewish State would bring about the
much-desired object. There are many people, on the other
hand, who would hold that if European Jewry were enfran-
chised to-morrow the way to prevent wholesale apostasy
would be, not to fly away to a little corner of the Sultan's
dominions, and, crouching in the nook, seek to hold the
influences of freedom at arm's length, but to accompany the
enfranchisement with a great movement of religious revival
such as would hold Jews true to their faith.

ZIONISM AND ANTI-SEMITISM.

As to the claims that Zionism is the only remedy for

anti-Semitism, the plea has been rebutted over and over
again. What can Zionism do for the Jews of France ?

What effect can it have on the myriads of German Jews
who do not want to be put on harbour works in Palestine,

who are not at a loss for a livelihood, but who are merely
suffering a modified form of political ostracism and social

outlawry ? The only Jews whom Zionism will rescue from
the fire are those very poor people whom it will be a danger
to accumulate in a not over-wealthy country like Palestine.

All this, too, apart from the fact that Palestine can never
sustain more than a fraction of the race. "Ah, but" ! say

our Zionist correspondents, " produce your alternative

scheme. What else do you recommend ? " We do not see

that the quefetion of alternative has anything to do with the

merits or demerits of Zionism itself. Moreover, the argu-

ment seems to imply, that failing an alternative, we must
perforce accept Zionism. It is as though a doctor warned
a patient that, in the event of no remedy being found, he
must forthwith commit suicide. Naturally Jews, as a

whole, are not impressed with the logic of such an
argument. If they can discover no political drug for their

many ills they will prefer to wait on before rashly imbibing
Zionism into their system. They will do their utmost to

relieve the more urgent symptoms. They will adopt all

means and grasp every opportunity for effecting an improve-
ment here, or righting a wrong there. But they will also
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recognise that for the redemption of our race we must look
to some hope not bounded by the narrow limits of Palestine,

but rather to those forces which have made England the
great pioneer of freedom and tolerance she is to-day,

Mr. Levy insinuates that he has been
misrepresented.

Sir,—Will yon allow me a very few lines to warn your
readers not to accept (without referring to my letters) the
representations of what I said, by " I. S.", and the quotations

in parallel columns, by Mr. de Haas, in the current number
of the Jewish Chronicle.

Yours obediently,

*' Florence," 11, Abbeville Road,
Clapham Park, S.W.

16th August, 1901.

J. H. Levy.

Mr. de Haas replies to the Editor and
sets forth what Zionism can do for
French and German Jewry and also
for Orthodox Judaism.

Sir,—You provoke me to continue my position in this

arena, where my literary swordsmanship —though I gave
it no such name— has brought me many complimentary and
appreciative letters from unknown onlookers. For these

kindnesses I briefly here tender thanks.

And now, Sir, apologue for apologue. Yours runs: " It is

as though as a doctor warned a patient that in the event of

no remedy being found he must lorthwith commit suicide."

Mine reads : A poor old man, somewhat neglected, lies on
a sick bed the victim of anaemia and concomitant complaints.

There comes to him a doctor who makes a diagnosis with
professional thoroughness and personal interest. He writes

out a prescription and says to his patient :
" You are ill and

weak. This medicine will restore your health, though it

will not rid you of bed-sores in a day, turn your grey hair

black, made hair grow where you have bald patches, not

rejuvenate you at one dose. Still it will restore your system."
Then the second doctor enters, takes a cursory glance at
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patient and reads prescription. Observes :
" Ah ! You are

ill. Ahem, that medicine won't turn your grey hair black, it

won't remove corns, nor destroy the marks of old sores.

Ahem ! Don't you use it. No, I haven't a remedy of my
own. But why not lay quiet ? Look at that Englishman,
he's never been very ill, but see what a fine constitution he
has got." The poor man groans ; if he has a shred of sense
left what else should he do ?

That you have only taken a cursory glance at the situa-

tion is shown in your editorials. Where are the " myriads
of German Jews " you write of ? Who took their census ?

You say of them they are " merely suffering a modified
form of political ostracism and social outlawry." It would
be nearer the facts to say that in certain parts of Germany
the Jews only retain their political rights on thin paper, and
that socially they are ostracised. However, let us come to

the close grounds you invite battle on after admitting that

some Jews might be rescued by Zionism.
What can Zionism do for the Jews of France ? Had

Zionism as a theory been adopted in France during the past

century, the French Jews would not be in their present
position of debasement and de-Judaisation. If we, as I

admit, cannot rescue every French Jew, we may save young
French Jewry and the new Jewish settlers from following
the path which has brought French Jewry to its present low
place. He is no Zionist, no Jew with race pride, who fights

his way into hostile French society. The fact is vouched
for by competent authorities that the richest French
Jewesses are on occasion of necessity, at semi-political

gatherings, etc., received in society. Then the grand dames
make a lane for the Jewesses, and these mothers and
daughters in Israel pass in and pass out, ridiculed for their

pains. And these are the richest I Supposing they gave up
the vain struggle after Society's vanities, and sought for social

equality amongst their own people in Palestine, might life not
be the easier and sweeter for them ? And for the middle classes

might not a township on the Jordan offer better sanctuary
than a gay city with " Mort aux Juifs " stamped on the

walls ? Thus we can do something even in France, where
lately the attacks of a Jewish (philo-Zionist) writer on
Jewish capitalists took the wind out of the sails of Drumont,
who was bent on raising a storm in the Chamber of

Deputies.
What can Zionism do for German Jewry ? The best

answer seems : The movement is gaining rapid ground
amongst the intellectual classes of German Jewry, untram-
melled by the Rabbinic quidnuncs, and these must know it

can advantage them somewhat. There, too, it could do some-
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thing positively by putting an end to that condition in which
Jews are carried across Germany like plague subjects, as

emigrants for the further west. It might in 1876 have taught
the German Jews that open co-operation and manliness
were a means to keep down Stoeckerism. It might teach
that to the Austrian Jews to-day. Miracle-mongers might
undertake to remove all the scars of centuries of struggle ;

we do not offer to do these things, but to create new con-
ditions which shall benefit Jews everywhere. Both in

France and in Germany Zionism has brought Jews back to

Israel, it has repressed cowardly assimilation. It is

admitted by non-Zionists that the movement has strengthened
Jewry in Western Europe. What has the synagogue done
these last five or five-and-twenty years so tangible ? On the
basis of accomplishment we may claim that we can do more
for all those who wish to help in helping themselves.

What can Zionism do for orthodox Judaism ? Well,
Sir, one act of a Jewish parliament making the Sabbath and
the Jewish holidays legal days of rest, would remove the
chief stumbling blocks against orthodoxy. I give no
hostages for the future. Rather, I believe the real progress

in Judaism will begin anew when the national elements in

Judai&m are secularly applied to the making of a national

Jewish life. The national life will be the safeguard of the

Jew per se, his religion may then take up its abstract position,

and legal enactments as shown will have covered his prime
ritual ordinances. Your assimilator will not go to Palestine,

he will not be moved by national consciousness nor yet by
revivalism. Heine might have laughed at the latter idea

applied to the business world of westernised Jews. What
remains to you then is that, because there is no alternative

cure, Zionism need not be tried, nor do you see why the

alternative should be cited and its merits stated.

Frankly I do not understand your attitude
; you make

the most humiliating confession of impotence ever penned
when you write :

" If they can discover no political drug for

their many ills they will prefer to wait .... they will

do their utmost to relieve the most urgent symptoms. They
will adopt all means and grasp every opportunity for effect-

ing an improvement here, or righting a wrong there."

Here is the Jewish Chronicle, the arch advocate of anti-

Zionism, spokesman of all the wealth, science, culture and
knowledge of English Jewry, and neither the journal nor all

its stars can devise a scheme for solving the Jewish Problem ?

Where are the ministers who are to teach us ? Where are

your associations which are supposed to study this grave
issue ? Where are all the schoolmen who are so ready with
cloud-woven abstractions ?
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If all your bodies, all your wealthy men, all your com-
munal leaders will not move, cannot move, then am I not

the more justified to describe this as the great art of thumb-
twiddling, and does it not follow that, perforce, Zionism
must be tried because no alternative as sound, and as

practical, is or can be offered us.

"We Zionists have a justifiable claim for the alternative I

asked for last week. We do not scruple to tell the truth of

Israel's sickness, morally, physically and politically. We
imagine no vain things as to the task before us, and, there-

fore, if our ideas are to be repressed they must be repressed

with schemes that shall effect the end we eeek, else not only
is the opposition vain but it shall in the end be read as

indifference, contempt, and so forth, views which none
who endeavour to maintain the unity of Israel wish to

harbour. And anti-Zionism has all the power of wealth
behind it. Shall it be said that even within the communal
fold Jeshurun kicks his kin. Surely the dignity of Israel

is above such things, and the wealth of the nation is still

the common purse of the people. But let us have proof ;

show us the zealousness for our ancient household is

superior to sticking penny plaisters on the running wounds
which are but symptoms of the more serious disease.

Bethink you, Sir, our national misery has outgrown
charity as England's freedom has outgrown the autocrat.

Seek not to find comparisons for optimism for Israel in the
lot of other peoples. For good or ill—for good I hope—we
stand alone in our past and our present ; in all suffering we
are old, in all joy new-born ; in want are the majority, in

possession the very few ; the feet of millions rest on un-
stable earth ; we possess nothing ; all our rights are

questioned, all our thoughts suspected. Abraham in Egypt
is still the arch type of Israel's life. The way of life for

us then must be across other waters, and through gates that

we alone may tread.

See into Israel, for from within is salvation, from within
is the comparison, as from within is the only possibility.

We within see the facts in gaunt livid features. Come
within, too, Sir, and see whether you can read them other-

wise. And if you hesitate, if you will not within the

whirlpool of Jewish misery, then. Sir, let the anti-Zionists

have the grace to silence their doubts, based on mere
speculation, and help us to the wherewithal that shall bring
the mass of Israel into God's own sunshine, freed from
persecution.

Yours obediently,

4, Brighton Road, Hornsey. J. DE Haas.
August 20th, 5661—1901.

E
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Mr. Sarna replies to the Editorial

comments.

Sir,—The editorial comments in your last issue bearing
on the discussion in which I have taken a part, admit that

as a result of the controversy the air has been cleared. My
thank-offering for your candid admission, is the following
brief criticism. At the same time I should like to observe
that your close attention to the Zionist Question, indicating

your recognition of the vital character of the issue at stake,

stands out in marked contrast to the attitude of your con-
temporary, which, editorially, seems to find it expedient to

strike out no definite position.

From the discussion under this heading you deduce
Zionism as appealing for support on three grounds, and
proceed without further ado to demolish the relevancy of

these pro-Zionistic contentions. To this I would remark,
that as far as I am concerned, I do not profess to have
covered the whole of the Zionist position, since I had to deal

with points chosen by an opponent. And even Mr. de Haas,
in last week's issue, classified six different types of Zionists,

—to which he could add—allowing for at least six basic

reasons, so that it is inexact on your part to formulate from
this discussion that the movement is based for support on
three specific grounds.

I propose to deal first with the third enumerated. You
say that we claim " that Zionism is the only remedy for

anti-Semitism," but somehow you omit the highly important
additions, " good, feasible, and in harmony with Jewish
sentiment." That this claim has not been "rebutted over
and over again " is to some extent shown by your re-

endeavour to refute it. And what is this refutation, the
question as to what Zionism can do for the Jews in France
and Germany ? Is a prescription to be cast aside because
whilst it will cure bodily ailment it may not remove old

scars and time-made wrinkles. You answer your question
by a non-sequitur, in saying " that the only Jews whom
Zionism will rescue from the fire

"—which is an admission—" ate those very people whom it will be a danger to

accumulate in a not over wealthy country." Sir, this " not
over wealthy country," and the size of Palestine are really

too weak and frail pegs to be used at this time of day.
Even the '• man in the street " knows that the wealth of a

country depends—apart from mineral riches—on the labour
and extent of population. No one knows the possibilities
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of a sparsely populated country, which, moreover, has a

naturally favourable position. And if size was a measure
of rank, then England would not count amongst the world
powers. Its people have made the empire ; who shall fore-

shadow what Palestine shall stand for with a teeming,
industrial and enterprising population ?

That our remedy being "the only remedy in the field, it

must perforce be accepted " is not our fault. The least

merit of Zionism is that it is a remedy, which you yourself
confess will do good to some Jews. Thus your attitude of

putting into our mouths by an analogy the warning that " in

the event of no remedy being found " the Jew must com-
mit suicide, is wholly untenable on your own statements.

We have challenged you to produce and are prepared to

consider an alternative scheme. On this you remark we do
not see " the question of alternative has anything to do with
the merits or de-merits of Zionism itself." What Zionists

have to say about this is, we have what we believe to be a

sound remedy for Jewish ills. If, as you do, you advise the
Jew not to attempt our remedy, you are morally responsible

for what might accrue, and thus are reasonably bound to

produce a superior prescription. As a matter of fact your
prescription was given a fair trial for the better part of a

century ; with what result ? It proved a miserable failure.

We Zionists admit that this assimilation is an alternative

scheme, but we have proof of its failure in the conditions of

today, which is probably why its re-assertion is being
mystified by abstract rhodomontade. During the five years
of Zionist agitation the necessity of some thoroughgoing
remedy became the more apparent as the details of Jewish
life became better known. The existence of the movement
to-day in its world-wide character proves the break-down
of the efforts of assimilators, and the absurdity of the

attempt to " relieve the more urgent symptoms " of Jewish
ailment.

Practically, your answer to Zionism is, the Krugerian
" wait a bit." Micawber, whose optimism added '* some-
thing is bound to turn up," hardly represents the ideal of

practical statesmanship, or even the example to those who
love merely political expediency.

As to the capacity of Palestine, were it true, as you
state, that there were " myriads of German Jews "—and
there must be proportionately myriads of myriads of Russo-
Polish Jews—then, taking the term on common acceptance,

Palestine of a verity could not contain them, they would
overflow the Globe itself. Your " fraction " grows propor-

tionately, but the best authorities on Palestine—Conder,
Wilson and Warren— assure us that the fraction of myriads

e'2
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which Palestine could sustain is about equal numerically to

the whole of the Jewish race, and it has never been

suggested that all Jews are to migrate thither.

In termination I may observe that in the interests of

brevity I have dealt mainly and sharply with the broader

propositions involved in your editorials.

Yours obediently,

S. Sarna.
95, Ladbroke Grove,

North Kensington, W.
18th August, 1901.

Mr. M. Shire shows that Mr. Levy's

contradictory assertion was not mis-

represented.

Sir,—As one who, from the outset, has followed keenly
the Zionist discussion in your columns permit me to refer to

Mr. Levy's note of last week, in which he challenges the

accuracy of two quotations from his letters by Mr. de Haas,
who makes them out to be contradictor}-.

I have re-read both statements in the original letters,

and reproduce them here without flaw. July 12th issue,

paragraph 5, line 6 :
" Zionism is the child of anti-Semitism,

of the race-nationalism of France, Germany, Russia,

Roumania, and its father's features are stamped on its face.

Instead of being a remedy for that race-nationalism of the
Gentiles, which is but another name for anti-Semitism, it is

the disease itself."

August 9th issue, paragraph 8, line 5 :
" I did not say

that race-nationalism and anti-Semitism are identical, they
are related as genus and species."

The assumption that these quotations are of a contradictory
nature is perfectly and clearly evident. I think, Sir, you
will agree with me that a discussion on Zionism ought not
to be viewed as a literary tournament. A very high place
should be accorded to honest method of debate, but
dialectical conjuring ought to be resented in a most emphatic
way. In conclusion, permit me to say that whilst I agree
with many sentiments expressed by Mr. Levy, yet I am
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convinced that the case presented by Messrs. Sarna, De
Haas, I. S., and " Gentile Observer," is much more sound.
Their arguments are absolutely crushing. I do hereby
tender them my thanks.

Yours obediently,

M. Shibe.
21, Fremont Street,

Victoria Park Road, N.E.
August 27th, 1901.

Mr. Levy demonstrates that "We all

unconsciously write our auto-

biographies in everything we pen."

Sir,—I am taking a little much-needed rest at the

seaside, but I must spare a few minutes to congratulate

your correspondent, M. Shire, on his considerable
approximation towards accuracy, in the quotation, "without
flaw," which he has made from my letters of 12th July
and 9th August, I am not without hope, Sir, that if you
will give the combined forces of Zionism a few more trials,

they may at last succeed in correctly transcribing these five

or six lines of mine. Having achieved this intellectual feat,

they may then proceed to bigger things. They may tell me
which of the statements in the former quotation is

inconsistent with one or both of those in the latter. Mr.
Shire says that Mr. de Haas " makes " these two quotations
" out to be contradictory." I have not Mr. de Haas's letter

here to refer to ; but I do not think he ventured on this

statement. My recollection of the mutter is that, after

quoting me incorrectly, he accused me of subtlety, and
airily dismissed the matter as not needing comment—which
was very judicious on his part. I did not feel at all

dispraised by this charge of subtlety— a relative term whose
meaning has to be judged from the person using it. We
all unconsciously write our autobiographies in everything

we pen. If the jelly-fish were given to literary musings,
we might find a description of the oyster as a subtle animal

;

but this would tell us less about the oyster than about the

jelly-fish.
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I do not suppose that my Zionistic opponents
had any intention to misrepresent. Their slipshod

method and addiction to personalities are sufficient

to account for the way in which they tripped
over my phrases ; and causes are not to be multiplied
without necessity. I own I have been astounded,
in recent years, at the slovenliness of thought of a large

section of Israelites. Rigid accuracy of assertion is as

necessary as correctness of inference to anything like

genuine pursuit of truth. As Hobbes said, words are

the money of wise men, the counters of fools. But
insistence on precision of statement seems to be regarded
by some of your correspondents as mere " dialectical

conjuring." Who can wonder that they arrive at curious
conclusions ?

Yours obediently,
Belle Vue, Heme Bay J. H. Levy.

Ist September, 1901.

Mr. de Haas explains the alleged

misquotation.

Sir,—Mr. J. H. Levy's latest effusion merits the

same silence with which I treated his previous " warning."
Some of your readers, may however, conclude from
his insistence that I distorted the quotations I cited in your
columns.

The facts are that, probably owing to my crabbed
caligraphy, a few "printer's errors" crept in, which,
however, in no way affected the meaning, general context,

or possible construction to be put upon these parallel

passages. The character of the contradiction contained
in these sentences remained unchanged. That they do
contradict each other is beyond question. I described
this denial of contradiction as " subtle " because I

desired to use courteous phrases in the face of barefaced
reliance upon gpneral unreadiness to refer back to old

numbers
Thus Mr. Levy has been hit, fairly hit, on what he

seems to regard as his own special department of debate.

I am sorry for his self-conceit, and still more regret the
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methods by which he endeavours to save his vanity.

Mr. Levy compels me to this personal observation for

I know not of any claims that he has to hector me or

others. His last two letters are the most remarkable
attempts, on the plea for verbal correctness, at suggesting
the inference that your opponent has deliberately

misquoted you that I have met with in the course of

much debate and the study of controversial literature.

The exhibition of knowledge, courtesy and savoir ;faire

made by this chosen champion of anti-Zionism has not
moved me to greater respect for that cause. Neither the
quibble, nor odious comparisons have been necessary on my
side to establish my points, and I am well content to leave

matters where they are.

Yours obediently,

J. DE Haas.
4, Brighton Road, South Hornsey, N.

September 9th, 5661—1901.

Mr. Levy again contends that he was
misquoted, and dilates upon "subtle

contortions."

Sir,—If this were not an age of tit-bits, and readers
could be trusted to compare references and do other things
which they used to do in the less hurried times of

our grandfathers, I should have nothing more to say at

present on the above subject. I hoped, when I penned my
letter of the 5th of August, that nought would be said to

call for further interposition on my part. I had put my
case before your readers, and I was quite willing to allow
the Zionists to make the best of theirs, and to have the last

word. But I reckoned without the controversial methods
of the Secretary of the English Zionist Federation, Mr.
J. de Haas.

In your issue of the 2nd of August, you said that I had
" maintained that race-nationalism and anti-Semitism are
identical." This was an error. That which I had identified

with anti-Semitism was, not race-nationalism, but the " race-

nationalism of the Gentiles," which, of course, has no
other race to direct itself against save the Israelites. The
race-nationalism of a particular Gentile people, such as
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France, may be directed against England or Germany ; but
the " race-nationalism of the Gentiles," in their ensemble,
must vent itself on our race. So that when I said, in your
issue of the 9th of August :

'* I did not say that ' race-

nationalism and anti-Semitism are identical.' They are

related as genus and species."— I was not surprised that you
accepted my correction sub silentio. This was the least that

a gentleman could do.

But, Sir, the windmill against which you declined to

tilt was too much for the imagination of the Secretary of

the English Zionist Federation, who says that his " literary

swordsmanship " has brought him " many complimentary
and appreciative letters from unknown onlookers." In
your issue of the 16th of August, after accusing me of an
endeavour to bury the controversy which I had initiated

—

which would have been a decided case of premature
interment—he wrote :

—
'• As for the pompous display of logical sutficieucy I cull merely

two excerpts from Mr. Levy's letters to show the subtle contortions

by which he fruitlessly endeavours to evade you, Sir, and his

opponents. He wrote :

—

July 12. August yth.

Zionism is the child of anti- I did not say that race

Semitism—of that race nation- nationalism and anti-Semitism
alism of France .... and its were identical, they are related

father's features are stamped upon as genus to specie,

its face instead of being a remedy
for that race nationalism of the

Gentiles, which is but another
name for anti-Semitism. . . .

"Comment would be superfluous."

Readers of these " two excerpts from Mr, Levy's letters,"

who had not seen the originals, or had forgotten their exact

tenour, might well wonder how I made out Zionism to be
the child of the race-nationalism of France, and they might
also wonder why I regarded the stamping of the features of

the race-nationalism of France on the face of Zionism as

antithetical to Zionism being a remedy for anti-Semitism.

The result would be to leave them puzzled, and perhaps to

think that the assertion of " subtle contortions " on my part

was justified. But the whole of this mystification is due to

misquotation. The elision which occurs after the word
" France "—which is not a printer's error—alters the meaning
of the first sentence, and the omission of a full stop before

the " instead," and the elision of the words after " for anti-

Semitism "— which is again not a printer's error — alters the

meaning of the second sentence. There are other errors,

possibly to be debited to the printer, but on these I will not

enlarge. I will only say that, if in a controversial letter of
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mine such misquotations appeared, whether due to printer's

errors or not, I would at once write to the paper correcting

the errors and apologising to my opponent for their

publication.

But that is not Mr. de Haas's notion of *' literary

swordsmanship." He boasts that he treated my warning to

your readers with silence ; and he would have maintained
that silence had not the letter of Mr. Shire given me the
opportunity to rub in the embrocation. But though my
memory of Mr. de Haas's letter did not betray me when I

wrote to you on the Ist inst. from the seaside, I must now
confess that I did not fully realise the gross distortion of my
meaning contained in his " excerpts." I did not suggest
that my opponent had - deliberately misquoted " me, as Mr.
de Haas says. On the contrary, I wrote :

" I do not suppose
that my Zionistic opponents had any intention to

misrepresent. Their slipshod method and addiction to

personalities are sufficient to account for the way in which
they tripped over my phrases." With regard to Mr. Shire,

I still adhere to this ; with respect to the Secretary of the

English Zionist Federation, I must withdraw it.

Mr. de Haas says that he described my denial—that

there is any contradiction between the passages misquoted
by him—as " subtle," because he " desired to use courteous
phrases." My challerge to Zionists to point out any
inconsistency between these passages, occurred, for the first

time, in my letter in the Jewish Chronicle of the 6th inst.,

whereas his letter charging me with " subtle contortions " is

dated 11th August. Causes and effects do not usually occur
in this order ; but, now that Zionism is with us, I suppose
we may say, with Moliere's physicians :

—

Notis avons change
tout cela.

But even more curious than Mr. de Haas's notion of

causation is his conception of politeness. It appears that he
wished to say that my two statements which were supposed
to be put by him in parallel columns, were contradictory ;

but he could not bring himself to say this. His gentle soul

a])horred so rough a term as " contradictory," just as Daniel
O'Connell's fish-woman was melted by the word
" parallelogram "

; so he talked of my ' pompous display of

logical sufficiency," my "subtle contortions,"' and my
" endeavours to evade." Now, from a professor of '• literary

swordsmanship," these euphemisms do not appear to me quite

successful. They are lacking in finish. They do not even
possess the questionable merit of hurting the person against

whom they were directed. Before Mr. de Haas again
attempts to use courteous phrases in public he should take a

few private lessons. He will find many gentlemen among
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those who have espoused Zionism competent to assist him in

this respect, and I am only astonished that they have
maintained silence while he has brought discredit on himself

and their cause. Since I wrote my letter of the 5th of

August, the question at issue between me and opponents
in your columns has not been Zionism ; it has been
decent and honest controversy. Surely I may expect the

bulk of your readers, whether Zionists or not, to rally to

that cause.

Yours obediently,

Joseph Hiam Levy.
11, Abbeville Road, Clapham Park,

16th September, 1901.

ADDENDUM.
The reader will have observed that the last seven pages of

the foregoing correspondence have been occupied by a verbal
duel between Mr. Levy and Mr. de Haas in respect of an
alleged mis-quotation. As the question arose solely from the
printer having misinterpreted Mr. do Hatis's handwriting
(instead of verifying the quotation from a previous issue of
the paper), and as it does not affect the main contention, it

was at first deemed unnecessary to reprint the letters of a
later date than August 18th. But as Mr. Levy in his last
letter is under the evident impression that a wilful attempt
was made to discredit his logical acumen, it has been thought
best to include the whole correspondence.


